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Current Topics. 


WE print elsewhere the regulations made by the Secretary of 
State relative to the allowances payable to prosecutors and 
witnesses in criminal prosecutions, which we receive too late for 
comment this week. ‘The rules, we believe, are the result of the 
report of a committee which sat on the subject. They came into 
force on Monday last. 





Tue new Land Transfer Rules, which, according to the 
original draft were to have come into operation on the Ist of 
last October, have now been reissued in their final form and 
were to come into operation on the Ist inst. The rules are dated 
the 18th ult., and have only come to hand shortly before we go 
to press, so that the Land Registry Office have not given 
much opportunity to solicitors and others for familiarizi 
themselves beforehand with the changes of practice. Atten- 
tion, however, is called to the most important of them in an 
explanatory memorandum which is issued with the rules. 
The chief alteration concerns registration with an absolute 
title. It is well known that it has long been the 
desire of the Land Registry Office to increase the 
number of absolute titles on the register, but there 
has been hitherto no inducement to land proprietors to incur the 
expense incident to the see This objection is now sought to 
be met by the new Fee Order issued with the rules, which makes 
concessions both in the cost and in the mode of payment of the 
fees on registration with an absolute title. It is now provided 
that the fees are to include the fees of conveyancing counsel and 
any costs or expenses incurred by the registry. Thus the applicant 
for registration is saved some part of the expense which has 
hitherto fallen upon him. But more important is the chan 
under which only a portion of the fees are necessarily payable 
on the application for registration, and the remainder may, 
unless the registrar in his discretion determines the contrary, be 
deferred. The fees thus left unpaid will be noted on the 
register as deferred, and so long as any part is outstanding, the 
fees for registration of transfers for value and charges are to be 
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increased by one-half, the amount of such increase being applied 
in reduction of the deferred fee. These provisions are limi 
to counties where registration is compulsory on sale. 





THE mopE of payment of the fees is a matter of finance with 
which the Treasury is more particularly concerned, but it will 
be noted with some surprise that the Lord Chancellor has 
adhered to the other portion of the Land Registry scheme for 
the spread of absolute titles. The fundamental idea of absolute 
title depends on the assumption that the title is one in which no 
defect which is at all material can be found, and under the 
earlier Registration Acts the examination of title and the 
_— which were deemed necessary made an absolute 
title a practical impossibility. Reasonable modifications were 
made in these inquiries even before the Land Transfer 
Act, 1897, and the establishment of the insurance fund 
under that Act has made an occasional slip with regard 
to a title a matter of less moment than formerly. But 
now the precautions which have protected both purchasers of 
land and the insurance fund are to be thrown away, and any 
title which has been accepted on a sale becomes eligible for con- 
version into an absolute title after six years’ registration of 
pe eye title. This is the effect of the second clause of 

e 36 (5), which provides that where land has been registered 
with a possessory or qualified title for six years prior to the 
date of the application for registration with an absolute title, 
the first proprietor baving been a purchaser on sale, the 
examination of title may be modified in such manner as 
the registrar may think fit. Upon this the memorandum 
observes as follows: ‘The exact nature of the concessions 
to be made is left to the registrar’s discretion, and will, no 
doubt, vary according to the circumstances of each case, but asa 
genera! rule, it would seem probable that the discretion given 
will be exercised in the way of avoiding inquiries of a kind 
which would involve the applicant in expense and trouble,” &c. 
This, of course, is just what was to be expected, but we did not 

uite expect that the Land Registry Office would so readily shew 

eir intentions. The expense of inquiries is to be avoided, and 
any titles which purchasers have accepted—at auction, it may be, 
and under stringent conditions—are to become absolute after six 
years’ possession. We hope that, before six years are over, the 
Treasury and the public will be prepared for very extensive 
calls upon the insurance fund. 





OTHE CHANGES introduced by the new Land Transfer Rules 
include the registration of a new kind of leasehold title to be 
known as a ‘good leasehold title.” Thus the registra- 
tion of leasehold land may be with an absolute title, 
with a good leasehold title, or with a possessory title 
(rule 52). An absolute title guarantees the title of the 
lessor to grant the lease as well as the title to the lease 
itself. The registration of a good leasehold title will not touch 
the right to grant the lease, and it does not prevent the enforce- 
ment of rights adverse to the title of the lessor. But otherwise 
the effect is the same as in the case of registration with an absolute 
title. Where a lease is brought for registration by the original 
lessee, he will of course be entitled, without more, to registration 
of this nature, and in cases where there has been no right to 
inquire into the lessor’ title, this is the only title that can be 
secured. But frequently, in the case of the long leases which 
are suitable for registration, the lessor’s title is required by the 
lessee, and it is thus possible to secure more than a “ good 
leasehold title.” Provision is also made by the rules for 
facilitating the registration of purchasers of parts of an estate 
which is heing sold in plots, and for enabling the vendor to 
deliver land certificates to them without any tr.uble or expense 
on their part. This system, which is prescribed by rule 157, is 
intended as a substitute for the free conveyances which are 
frequently offered upon the sale of building estates. The 
previous Land Transfer Rules, it should be noticed, are rescinded, 
80 that the present issue forms a complete code of practice at the 
Land Registry Office. 


A neMAnkasce decision was given this week by Mr. PLowpen 
at the Marylebone police-court — a decision of yery great 





——— 
importance to guardians of the poor and to the public) 
general. The defendant was brought up on a warrant, c 
under section 4 of the Vagrancy Act, 1824, with “ running g 
and leaving his children chargeable” to the union. It gy 
proved that in February, 1899, he was charged with this offeng 
and sentenced to the maximum penalty of three monthy 
imprisonment. After serving his sentence, he neglected 
resume the custody of his family, and left them in the wor. 
house. In November, 1900, he was again charged, and sent 
prison for one month. He still refused to have anything tod 
with his family, or to support them. In January, 1903, a wa. 
rant was issued for his arrest upon the same charge, but he conlj 
not be found, and the warrant has only recently been executed, 
On these facts the magistrate has discharged the defendant, on th 


ground that his offence of running away and leaving his childrg | 


chargeable was one offence, for which he had been punishej 
in 1899; that he had only run away once, and that offeng 
had been purged. It is very doubtful whether this view of th 
law is correct. The reasonable view to take is that his offeng 
was a continuing one. The essence of the offence is the leaving 
of the family chargeable, and this he certainly continued to dy, 
It is true he only actually ran away from them once, because hy 
never afterwards returned to them; but, constructively, he ra 
away from them again when, having come out of prison, he 
deliberately kept away from them. If the magistrate is right 
we must come to this conclusion—that if a man is punished with 
a short term of imprisonment for running away and leaving his 
children to be supported by the parish, he may, as far as the 
section in question goes, then leave them to the care of the parish 
for ever without risk of further punishment. This is a reduetip 
ad absurdum. It is possible, however, that it may be the law, 
and that the High Court will have to determine so when the case, 
which is to be stated on the point, comes up for argument. If 
it is determined that the magistrate is right, great inconveniene 
and expense will be caused to guardians, and the sooner Parlia. 
ment interferes the better. 





Writing on the same subject, a correspondent says: ‘I am 
wholly unable to appreciate the force of an argument which hal 
much weight with the magistrate—viz., that if the father could 
be imprisoned from time to time while the chiidren remained 
chargeable, it would place his liberty absolutely at the mercy od 
the guardians. A similar observation could be made in every 
case where a statute created a continuing offence. It is clear 
law that a man once convicted cannot be convicted a second 
time for the same offence, but when the intention of the 
Legislature is, not simply that a penalty shall be imposed upon 
a person, once for all, if he omits to perform a duty for the per 
formance of which he continues liable, but to enforce by 
summary proceedings a legal and continuing obligation, 
the case is wholly different. It will be remembered 
that under the Master and Servant Act (4 Geo. 4, co. 34) 
a servant, who had been imprisoned for absenting hia 
self from his master’s service and had refused to return to the 
service, was held to have been guilty of a fresh offence for whieh 
he could be again convicted, and that under the Vaccination Ad, 
1867, a parent who had been fined for dis»beying an order t 
have his child vaccinated could be proceeded against from time 
to time so long as the child remained unvaccinated. It cannot 
be presumed that the authority to whom is entrusted the power 
of taking the necessary proceedings will carry them further that 
the necessity of the case may require.” 





We nave never admired the practice of certain daily journals 
of recounting at the cl: se of the year events which must be freshit 
the memory of most of their readers. But we may call attention 
one event of the year—viz., the advance which has been made by 
the Court of Appeal in the confidence and respect of the professiot 
There was a time, as most practitioners will remember, when, # 
considering whether a case should be appealed, one importatt 
question was, how will the Court of Appeal be constituted whe 
the case comes up for decision? We do not imagine that this 
question is ever now considered ; whatever judges may sit ® 
either division it is known that the decision will be well om® 
sidered, common sense, and sound, To this result the serie 
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dificult cases which came before the court in the first half of last 


has largely contributed. The masterly judgment of 
(ozens-Harvy, L J., in the case of Capital and Counties Bank v. 
Rhodes (51 W. R. 470; 1903, 1 Ch. 631) threw a new light 
on the scheme of the Land Transfer Act, 1875, as modified 
by the Land Transfer Act, 1897; in Re Brydone’s Settlement 
(51 W. R. 497; 1903, 2 Ch. 84) the court restored to the phrase 
gs if she had died intestate and without having been married,” 
gntained in the ultimate trust of the wife’s fortune in the vast 
majority of marriage settlements, the meaning which it was 
intended to have, and which, until some few years ago, it was 
uviversally understood to have; and in Re Appleby (51 W. R. 
455; 1903, 1 Ch. 565) the court put the question of the effect 
of the rule against perpetuities upon trusts for sale on a certain 
and satisfactory footing. These decisions alone constitute a 
good year’s budget, but on less difficult matters the decisions of 
the court have been characterized by similar care and. common 
gnse. The judges have not very often differed in cases of 
moment, though they did so in Bennett v. Stone (51 W. R. 338; 
1903, 1 Ch. 509), a rather important case as to the meaning of 
“wilful default ”’ by a vendor, 

































































In THE CASE of Rayson v. Little, tried before Mr. Justice 
§winreN Eapy, on the 18th ult., the action was for specific 
performance of a contract to purchase premises sold by auction. 
The defence set up by the defendant was that he was drunk 
when he bid for the property at the sale, and was, therefore, 
nt liable. It appeared that the defendant bid £2,000 for the 
property, which was knocked down to him. When he was 
called upon to complete the contract, he dectined, on the ground 
that he was drunk at the time of the sale, and that his mind 
was a perfect blank as to what happened. The defendant gave 
widence at the trial in support of this defence, and said that he 
dept at his shop on the night of the sale, and that his son, finding 
lim there at four o’clock in the moroing, put him on the way 
fe home. The auctioneer, who was examined on behalf of the 
jlaintiff, admitted that he knew that the defendant was addicted 
drink, but stated that he was sober at the time of the sale, 
id that when asked if the bid was his, he replied “Yes.” 
The learned judge came to the conclusion upon the evidence 
that the defendant knew perfectly well what he was doing at 
the sale, and that he had not been induced to bid while under 
the influence of drink. A defence like the one just referred to 
issubject to the rule that a contract entered into by a person in 
astate of intoxication is in a similar position to one made by 
minsane person. If the facts shew that the party seeking to 
enforce the contract knew that the other party was in a state of 
intoxication when he made it, and took advantage of that 
trcumstance to impose upon him, it will be easily understood 
that such conduct is in the nature of fraud, and that the action 
aamnot be maintained. But the proof of this is not always 
forthcoming, and we believe that in late years the defence 

rarely succeeded The decision in Gore v. Gibson (13 
M. & W. 623) is perhaps the chief authority upon the law, 
but the judgments in that case are not wholly satisfactory. 
Poutook, C.B., draws a distinction between express and implied 
‘ntracts, and says that wheo an action is founded on any specific 
distinct contract requiring assent from both parties to it, and one 
ofthem is incapable of assenting, there can be no binding con- 
tact in such a case, while ALperson, B., observes: “If a man 
wntracts to buy goods when in a state of intoxication, and 
thounces the contract when he becomes sober, I doubt if an 
tection can be maintained against him upon that contract.’’ These 
tela savour of subtlety, and appear to be inconsistent with the 
plain rule that a man ought not to be allowed to set up his 

kenness as a defence to an action upon a contract when he 
tamnot shew that the plaintiff knew, or ought to have known, 
that he was in that state. 





Tue procepunrs for the determination of questions of fact in 
Gvil actions which prevails in this country has always been 

rent from that adopted by other nations. The theory of the 
Snglish law is that these questions should be decided by the 
Jwy, but cases continually arise which aie more suited to a 





specialist than to twelve men drawn at random from the middle 
classes of the community. These cases are often referred to an 
arbitrator, but there is no fixed rule on the subject, and the jury 
may at any time be required to deal with them. A case of this 
description has just been heard in the French courts. The 
plaintiff, a portrait painter, had received a commission from the 
defendant to paint a portrait of his wife. The work was com- 
pleted, but the defendant refused to accept the portrait on the 
ground that it had no sufficient resemblance to the lady. A 
similar question has, for aught we know, been repeatedly decided 
by English juries, but we are by no means certain that they are 
the best judges available. Englishmen often differ widely as to 
the merit of a portrait of one of their friends, and the jurymen 
have to decide upon a very slight acquaintance with the subject 
of the portrait. The French court, following the usual practice. 
submitted the question to two painters of eminence, and required 
them to make a report on the portrait. These gentlemen cor- © 
sidered that the resemblance was sufficient, but they added that, 
in their opinion, there was no unerring standard of the resem- 
blance in a portrait, which could be no more than “‘ a personai 
interpretation of a physiognomy.” The court adopted this report 
and gave judgment for the plaintiff. They rejected without 
hesitation an application by the counsel for the defendant that 
they should themselves view the picture in the presence of the 
lady, and decide on the sufficiency of the likeness. 





Few casEs which come before the courts are more curious than 
those in which the whole question turns upon the precise time at 
which a particular event has occurred. A common instance is 
that of persons claiming property as next-of-kin to a deceased 
intestate, where it is sought to prove that some one nearer of kin 
survived the intestate. In an unreported case, more than a 
century ago, the poiat in dispute was whether there had been a 
valid adjudication of bankruptcy. The debtor had absconded, 
and his dead body was found in a river some days after the 
adjudication. Medical evidence was carefully weighed as to the 
exact time of his death, for if he was dead at the date of 
the adjudication it was invalid. In an article communicated to 
Nature reference is made to a case which arose in consequence of 
the earthquake at Guatemala which occurred in April, 1902. 
A block of buildings had been insured against fire, but with an 
express exception of fire occasioned by earthquakes. A fire, which 
destroyed the buildings, and the shock of the earthquake were 
almost simultaneous. Tne owners of the property insured 
claimed that this fire was caused by the upsetting of a lamp 
immediately before the shock of the earthquake, so that the 
decision finally hinged upon the exact time when the line of 
movement reached the city in which the buildings were situate. 
These curious questions are, from beginning to end, questions of 
fact, and the difficulty of proof can only, in cases of contract, be 
guarded against by express provision. 





Can A juror give evidence in the cause which he has to 
decide? This question was raised before Mr. Justice Gaynor in 
the Supreme Ovurt of New York. The action was brought 
against the New York Corporation for the use and occupation of 
land. The corporation had rented part of a building fora storage 
room. The rent agreed upon had been duly paid, but it 
appeared that the servants of the corporation had removed a 
partition and taken possession of an additional piece ofland. It 
was in respect of the occupation of this land that the action was 
brought, and the sole question was as to its proper value. To 
prove this value, the judge allowed one of the jurymen to leave 
the box and give evidence as an expert. The juryman after- 
wards returned to the jury room, and together with his brother 
jurymen considered the verdict. They were, however, unable to 
agree, and were discharged. It is stated in the report that to 

ow a juror to give evidence in the cause is a novelty in 
American procedure, but that it is not unknown in England, 
We have no recollection of an instance of any such proceeding, 
and it seems open to the grave objection that it would probably 
cause the juror-witness to form a conclusion as to the main issue 
in the case in accordance with his evidence and without regard 
to the opinion of his colleagues. 
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Mr. Bensamin, in his work on the Contract of Sale, after 
referring to the Gaming Act, 1845—making agreements by way 
of wagering null and void—observes that, since the passing of the 
statute, cases have arisen which present the question whether an 
executory contract for the sale of goods is not a device for 
indulging in the spirit of gaming which the statute was intended 
to repress. The case of Price, Hickman, § Co. v. Schiller, tried 
before Darutne, J., on the 19th of December, appears to have 
been one of these cases. The action was brought to recover from 
the defendant, a violin manufacturer, £113 for money paid, and 
commission due, on contracts for the purchase of cotton and 
sugar. It appeared that, between June, 1903, and the following 
October, the defendant had given orders with regard to forty- 
four separate transactions in cotton, each of 100 bales. These 
contracts were usually settled by the payment of differences, 
-and delivery of the goods was never required. The learned 
judge had no difficulty in holding that the intention of the 
parties was merely to speculate on the rise and fall of prices, 
so that the whole transaction was nothing more than a wager, 
and was, therefore, null and void under the Act. 








Instruments Exercising Powers as 


Roots of Title. 


THERE is a curious divergence of opinion among conveyancers 
as to the true construction of section 3, sub-section 3, of the 
Conveyancing Act, 1881. The sub-section provides that ‘a 
purchaser of any property shall not require the production or 
a copy of any deed, will, or other document dated or made 
before the time prescribed by law or stipulated for commence- 
ment of the title, even though the same creates a power 
subsequently exercised by an instrument abstracted in the 
abstract furnished to the purchaser; nor shall he require any 
information, or make any requisition, objection, or inquiry with 
respect to any such deed, will, or document or the title prior to 
that time, notwithstanding that any such deed, will, or other 
document, or that prior title is recited, covenanted to be produced, 
or noticed.” 
' There is no doubt that before the Conveyancing Act it was 
necessary for a vendor, whose root of title consisted of an instru- 
ment exercising a power, to make this clear in the conditions or 
contract, otherwise an action for specific performance would not 
have lain against the purchaser, for an appointment per se was 
not a good root of title. 

Does section 3 (3) of the Conveyancing Act, 1881, alter this ? 


Can a vendor who makes an appointment less than forty years | - 


old his root of title obtain specific performance of his agreement 
unless he explicitly states therein the nature of the instrument 
--viz., that it is one exercising a power; or need he only 
state in the usual way that ‘‘the abstract shall commence 
with a deed of conveyance” (or as the case may be) of such a 
date, without in any way referring to the power ? 

Before examining the text-writers, it may be as well to refer 
to practically the only case which throws any light on the 
subject. He Marsh and Earl Granville (1882) (24 Ch. D. 11) 
decided that the stipulation in a contract for sale that the title 
should commence “with an indenture dated the 18th of 
October, 1845,” and made between persons whose names were 
mentioned, and that the earlier title should not be investigated or 
objected to, was not sufficient to bind a purchaser where the 
deed was a voluntary conveyance, on trust for sale after death of 
the grantor, to whom express power was reserved to revoke the 
trusts. The case was decided on the ground that the omission to 
state that the deed was a voluntary one rendered the condition 
misleading. Cortoy, L.J., in the course of hi- judgment (p. 24), 
said : ‘For the purpose of preventing any mistake as to the 
reasons of my judgment, I expressly state that in my opinion 
the point which we have to decide has nothing to do with the 


question whether a voluntary conveyance is or is not a good root | given to the words of the sub-section, which must mean some 
. of title, . . . I think that the principle is this, that the | thing and make sense if ‘the time prescribed by law’ is oo 
court will not compel a purchaser to take an estate with less than | strued to mean forty years. But in the second case, there 
the ordinary title which the law gives him unless the stipulation | appears to be more ground for arguing that, notwithstanding 
on which the vendor relies for the purpose of excluding what | the sub-section, the purchaser could d 

would otherwise be the purchaser's legal right is fair and | deed creating the power, on the ground, that, in limiting 








explicit. I think that the test of its being fair and explicit 
whether it discloses all facts within the knowledge of the vend 
which are material to enable the purchaser to determine whethe 
or not he will buy the property subject to the stipulation limi, 
ing his right to the ordinary length of title.” 

On this decision text-writers have founded an opinin 
that, notwithstanding the provisions of the sub-section, a vendo 
who makes an instrument less than forty years old anj 
exercising a power of appointment his root of title mug 
explicitly state the nature of the instrument in the conditions o 
contract for sale if he desires to be in a position to obtair 
specific performance of his contract—the usual provision as ty 
the date at which the title shall commence being insufficient, 






















































The strongest and most uncompromising support of this viey @ docur 
is to be found in Mr. Cyprian Williams’ Vendors and Purchasen no good : 
(1903), vol. 1, p. 88, where he says: ‘‘So a deed appointing ap tions or ¢ 
estate under a power of appointment is not of itself a good root stitute go 
of title; as to have a power of appointment over an estate is not upon as 
the same as to be the owner of it, and what a vendor hast instrume! 
prove is the full ownership, at the commencement of title, of the conceived 
estate he is selling. For evidence of such ownership he by sectio 
must go back to the deed which created the power.” And Wolste 
after quoting sub-section 3 of the section in a note, he proceeds; . 22) is 
‘‘But as by section 3 (11) this provision is to be treated tS) Conve 
for the purpose of the specific performance of the contract, deed is 
like an express stipulation to the same effect, it follows, according haser 
to the principle laid down in Re Marsh and Earl Granville, that of the ea: 
unless a vendor fairly and explicitly stipulates that the abstract Forms an 
shall commence with a deed exercising a power, he cannot take course is 
advantage of this enactment in enforcing specific performane state the 
against the purchaser.” commence 

Almost equally emphatic is the opinion expressed in the Key an 
Encyclopedia of Forms and Precedents (1st ed.), vol. 1, p. 3: “In call. 
the case of sales of freehold or copyhold lands, the abstract must “where t 
commence either (1) with a document stipulated for by the vendor forty yea 
as the root of title, in which case the stipulation must candidly as uns 
state any defect in it—e.g., that it was a voluntary settlement, nature sh 
or a disentailing assurance, or an appointment, or some other in- diametrics 
strument the validity of which depends on a previous document, ment of 
or (2) some instrument which came into operation at least forty abstract < 
years before the date of the contract, and which purported t fj wder the 
deal with the fee simple of the property in question . . . it the powei 
would seem that any instrument coming into operation more than hot be al 
forty years before the contract, and dealing with the legal estate that “if 
in fee simple, is now a good root of title, except a will con than fort) 
taining merely a general devise. . . . Where the vendor the deed « 
stipulates for a less title than forty years it is a different matter. af cases 

Thus if the stipulated title is a voluntary settlemeut, it exercise 0: 
must be so described, or if it is a deed of appointment ora The im 
disentailing deed, it must be so stated.” 0 od eh 

It will now be as well to turn to an authority who is by n0 4 f "1 
means so decided in his views. Webster on Conditions of Sale ot al 
(2nd ed., p. 233) says: “yr 

‘It is not easy to determine what is the effect of this sub- os 
section upon the older rule of law that a deed exercisings os oodeesd 
power of appointment and not reciting the power is not a good i me 
root of title. We may take separately the two cases—(1) Where oad 
the appointment is more than forty years old; and (2) where Teel th 
the appointment being less than forty years old, the vendor, licitl 8 
by a special condition, makes his title commence with ners y 
it, but omits to mention that it is an appoiotment, In ‘ ape 
the first case it might be argued that the purchaser who n° pe 
requires the abstract to commence with the deed creating 
the power is not requiring an abstract of a deed made Mr. Sea 
‘before the time prescribed by law,’ because, in the cas bing =" 
of appointments, the law does not prescPibe a fixed period of MH aects the 
forty years, but says the title shall commence with the deed deal with ji 
creating the power; the date of that deed is therefore the Society, bu 
‘time prescribed by law.’ It seems a sufficient answer to pe 
argument to say that, if it were allowed, no effect would bk g no 1 

g unne 
not a 
Wer to the 
emand the abstract of the rap 








tts the sep 





neut, it 
mt or 4 


s by no 
of Sale 


is sub- 
ising @ 
a good 
Where 
where 
vendor, 
> with 
t. In 
r who 
reating 
made 
e case 
riod of 
2 deed 


Jan. ae 904. 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 


[Vol. 48.] 


141 








— 
’s length of title, the vendor ought to tell him the 
nature of the deed with which the title is to commence if that 
deed is not one usually regarded as a good root of title. This 
yiew is supported by sub-section 11, which says that the 
statutory conditions are to be treated as similar express conditions 
would be apart from the Act. The difficulty is that it is incon- 
givable that a condition expressed in the very words of sub- 
section 8 would ever be employed, for a vendor would either 
omit all references to appointments under powers as not affecting 
his property, or would, instead of a vague reference as in sub- 
section 8, mention the fact that the root of title was such an 
jntment.” 
art’s Vendors and Purchasers (6th ed., vol. 1, pp. 357-339) 
appears a little uncertein on the point. After stating that when 
the document specified as the commencement of title discloses 
no good root of title, it is necessary to state this in the condi- 
tions or agreement, he goes on to discuss what documents con- 
stitute good roots of title, and states that ‘“‘ an instrument relied 
m as an exercise of a power should be preceded by the 
instrument creating the power,” adding in a footnote: “It is 
conceived that the proposition in the text is in no way affected 
by section 3 (3) of the Conveyancing Act, 1881.” 

Wolstenholme’s Conveyancing and Settled Land Acts (8th ed., 

, 22) is a little obscure on the point, but his note to section 3 
i) Conveyancing Act, 1881, says that “where the first abstracted 
deed is a conveyance under .. . @ power .. . the 

haser is entitled to production, if not to an abstract, 
of the earlier title’; and in the introduction to Conveyancing 
Forms and Precedents (6th ed., p. 2), he says that “ the safest 
course is always to fix the date of commencment, and also to 
state the nature of the instrument with which the title 
commences.” 

Key and Elphinstone in their last edition leave the question 
practically untouched, though they say (vol. 1, p. 231) that 
“where the deed with which the title is to commence, though 
forty years old, is exceptional in its nature, or might be objected 
to as unsuitable . . an express stipulation stating its 
nature should be inserted,”’ but Prideaux (18th ed., p. 148) is 
diametrically opposed to the writers quoted at the commence- 
ment of this article. His statement is as follows: ‘If the 
abstract commences with an appointment, the purchaser was, 
under the old practice, entitled to have the instrument creating 
the power abstracted, but now the deed creating the power need 
not be abstracted,’ and the qualification, introduced on p. 24, 
that “if it is proposed to commence the title with a deed less 
than forty years old not being a conveyance on sale, the nature of 
the deed should be stated,” omits to differentiate the large class 
of cases where the abstract commences with a conveyance in 
exercise of a power of sale. 

The importance of the point is obvious: that it has never yet, 
%0 far as we are aware, appeared in the courts is due probably 
to the fact that a willing purchaser prefers to risk a possible 
defect in title rather than drive the vendor to rescind under the 
wual rescission clause; while, if the purchaser is unwilling, or 
presses the point, the vendor chooses rescission rather than an 
action for specific performance, which, in view of the divergence 
of opinion on the matter, would at least be of a somewhat 

ulative nature. Until the point is decided, the obvious 
vice to a vendor who commences his title with an instrument 
exercising a power and less than forty years old, is to state 
explicitly in the contract or conditions of sale the nature of the 
instrument; he will then be on the safe side should an action for 
specific performance become necessary. 








Mr. John R. Adams, of 66, Oannon-street, London, writing to the Zimes 
solicitors and their clients’ money, says a correspondence has been 
going on on this subject in professional journals, but, as the question 

the public more than it does the profession, I ask your leave to 

with it in your columns, Mr. Gray Hill, the president of the Law 
Society, but only expressing his own views, is of opinion that solicitorsshould 
Pay their clients’ money into a separate banking account, so as not to 
mix it with their own money. This is objected to by other solicitors as 
giving no real guarantee to clients of the safety of their money, and as 
pring unnecessary trouble in keeping accounts. What surprises me is that 
not apparently occurred to anyone to suggest that solicitors should pay 

Wer to their clients money received for them, aod not keep it any account, 
wr or special, longer than is necessary to enable them so to dispose of 


short, that the separate accdunt to whith the solicitor shold plate varying 


itis the séparate account of the client and not of the solicitor. 


the rule I al 





Reviews. 
‘The English Reports. 


THE ENGLISH REPpoRTs. VotumMEs XXII.-XXXIJI. CHANCERY 
2-14. William Green & Sons, Edinburgh; Stevens & Sons 
(Limited). 


This great undertaking progresses with vigour, the volumes bein; 
delivered with praiseworthy punctuality. They range from the 2n 
volume of Equity Cases Abridged down to the end of Vesey jun., 
and comprise Mr. Hovenden’s supplement to that series of reports. 
The practitioner has in the fourteen volumes of the Chancery series 
a complete collection of the equity reports down to 1817, including 
such frequently-cited volumes as Vernon, Peere Williams, Atkyns, 
Vesey sen., Brown Ch. Cas. and Cox. The gain in library space is 
enormous—the twenty-one volumes of Vesey jun. and the supple- 
ment, for instance, being contained in less than five volumes of good 
type and paper. The work, it will be remembered, is an exact 
reprint of all the reports contained in each of the series of reporters, 
with each page of the original report shewn in figures in the text, and 
with the name and volume of the original report given at the head of 
each page, so that there can be no difficulty either in giving the 
original reference in opinions or in citing it in court. In addition, 
there is generally given at the commencement of each report a note of 
subsequent cases in which the doctrine laid down in the reported case 
has been considered, and on several occasions we have found these 
notes of considerable practical value. We can speak unhesitatingly of 
the advantage to the lawyer of the possession of this excellent reprint 
of all the English reports. 





Books Received. 


A Selection of Leading Cases in the Common Law. With Notes. By 
WALTER SHIRLEY SHIRLEY, Barrister-at-Law. Seventh Edition. 
By Richarp Watson, LL.B. (Lond.), Barrister-at-Law. Stevens & 
Sons (Limited). 

Legal T Leaves: being a Lawyer’s Tales Out of School. By 
EpwWArpD F. TurNER. Smith, Elder, & Co. 


Handbook on the Borough Funds Acts as Affecting Local 
Authorities. With Forms and Precedents. By WiLL14sm LYMINGTON 
WILLIAMs, Barrister-at-Law. Butterworth & Co. 


The Intermediate Law Examination Made Easy. A Complete 
Guide to Self-preparation in the Fourteenth Edition of Mr. Serjeant 
Stephen’s New Commentaries on the Laws of England (excluding 
Book VI.). Being the Subject Selected for the Intermediate Examina- 
tions of the Law Society. By ALBERT Grsson. Twelfth Edition. By 
the AUTHOR and H. Grsson Rrvrneron, M.A., Solicitor. The Law 
Notes Publishing Offices. 





























Cases of Last Sittings. 


Court of Appeal. 
WEBSTER -. SHARP & CO. (LIM.). No.1. 16th Dec. 
Workuen’s Cowrensarion — Amount or CompENsaTion — WorkMeEN’s 
Comrensation Act, 1897, Scnepute L., cravie 2. 


This was an appeal from an award of the judge of the Bradford County 
Court in an arbitration under the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1897. 


The injured workman was, at the time of the accident, earning wages at 
the rate of 24s. 9d. a week. By agreement the employers 


id him the 
weekly sum of 12s. 44d. At the end of two years he resumed work under 
them, and earned wages at the rate of Ils. a week. The employers having 


discontinued the weekly payments, the workman filed a request for arbitra- 


tion under the Act. The county court judge made an award for a weekly 
payment of 12s, 4$d., and embodied his decision in the following note: 
‘*In my opinion the meaning of the Act is that the workman is to receive 
compensation for his loss of wages, whether this is total or partial, but 
that for the protection of the employer there is the proviso that no more 
than half his wages is to be paid him. In the case of partial disablement, 
I think the court should first ascertain what is the loss of wages the 
person has sustained—in this case 13s. 9d, I think that, if this is less 
than the maximum allowed, viz., half the original wages, the whole of such 
amount ought to be awarded, unless there is some reason to the contrary, 
but that the court is not bound to award the whole of that amount, but 
may award a less amount, say, half the difference, if it sees fit. In this 
case 13s, 9d. exceeds the half wages, which are agreed at 12s. 4id., so that 
1 cannot give more than that amount. But I see no reason why I should 
not give the full amount allowed by the Act and award 12s. 4 That is 
follow in these cases, unless some — are given for 
it.” The employtrs appealed. The case of 7ilintyworth v, Walmsley 
(1900, 2 Q. Th. 142) was cited. 
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Tue Court (Cottins, M.R., and Matuew and Cozens-Harpy, L.JJ.) 


allowed the appeal, and sent the case back to the county court judge. 


Coxtins, M.R., said the county court judge seemed to have applied a 
But 
Some considera- 
tion must be given to clause 2 of the First Schedule to the Act, which 
provided that ‘‘ in fixing the amount of the weekly payment, regard shall 
be had to the difference between the amount of the average weekly 

of the workman before the accident and the average amount 
That provision seemed to 
contemplate a request to the arbitrator to readjust a payment which was 
The county court 


hard and fast rule which he thought was to be followed in all cases. 
a judicial discretion ought to be exercised in every case. 


which he is able to earn after the accident.’’ 


already at the maximum with a view to reducing it. 
judge, instead of following the rule of practice which he had adopted, 
must apply his discretion to the particular case.—CounseL, 8S. 7. Evans, 
K.C., and Minton-Senhouse; J. J. Wright. Soxscrrors, 
Keeble; W. H. Scott, Bradford. 


[Reported by F. G. Rucker, Esq., Barrister-at-Law 


RIGBY & CO. v. COX. 19th Dec. 


Master anp ServANT—WORKMEN’sS CompENSATION—APPEAL—Costs—Costs 
or ApPpLicATION TO Review WEEKLY PAayMent—TAXATION—REFUSAL TO 
Drrect Review or TaxattoN—WorkMEN’s CompEnsATION Act, 1897 (60 & 
61 Vicr. c. 37), Scuep. I., cir. 12; Scuep. IL., ox. 4. 


Appeal from the decision of Judge Emden, sitting at the Bromley County 
Court of Kent. In 1901 an agreement by the employers to pay a workman, 
who was injured by an accident arising out of and in the course of his 
employment, a weekly sum as compensation under the Workmen’s Com- 
pensation Act, 1897, was registered under Schedule II., clause 8, of the 
Act. In 1903 the employers applied to have the weekly payment reviewed 
under Schedule I., clause 12, and an award was made dismissing the 
application with costs on scale B. Upon the taxation the registrar taxed 
the costs as upon an interlocutory application in the arbitration, and not as 
upon an original arbitration, upon the ground that the county court judge 
had given a general direction applicable to all his courts that costs of 
application to review a weekly payment should be so taxed. The county 
court judge refused to direct a review of taxation, stating that he had made 
a general rule to the above effect. The workman appealed to the Court of 
Appeal. It was stated that the costs so taxed amounted to about one- 
third of the costs if taxed as upon an arbitration. Upon the appeal, the 
preliminary objection was taken that no appeal lay direct to the Court 
of Appeal, and Keen v. Nash (88 L. T. 790, 51 W. R. Dig. 102) and 
rule 33 of the Workmen’s Compensation Rules, 1898, were cited. It 
was contended on behalf of the workman that, as the application to 
review the weekly payment was itself an arbitration, the taxation of 
the costs thereof was a proceeding incident to that arbitration, and 
as an appeal from the award on the hearing of the application to 
review the weekly payment would lie direct to the Court of Appeal 
(Schedule IT., clause 4, to the Act), an appeal from the county court judge re- 
fusing to direct a review of the taxation of the costs of that arbitration also 
lay direct to the Court of Appeal. In Keen v. Nash the question arose upon 
the taxation of the costs in an action under the Employers’ Liability Act, 
1880, where the county court judge dismissed the action and proceeded 
to assess compensation under section 1, sub-section 4, of the Workmen’s 
Compensation Act, 1897. That case was therefore different. 


Tue Covrr (Corrins M.R., and Maruew and Cozens-Harpy, L.JJ.) 
dismissed the appea!, upon the ground that the case was governed by Keen 
v. Nash, and that the appeal, if there was one (as to which they expressed 
no opinion), did nut lie direct to the Court of Appeal. 

Maruew, L.J., added that he came to that conclusion with reiuctance, 
because there seemed a contradiction between the award dismissing the 
application to review the weekly payment with costs on scale B, and the 
taxation of the costs. The general rule laid down by the county court 
judge was not one which, in his lordship’s opinion, ought to have been 
laid down. 

Cozens-Haxpy, L.J., agreed with the observations of Mathew, L.J., with 
reference to the general rule laid down by the judge.—CounseL, Chester 
Jones and Harold Morris ; Duckworth. Soxrcrrons, Shaen, Roscoe, Massey, & 
Co. ; William Hurd & Son. 


|Reported by W. F. Bargy, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. 
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High Court—Chancery Division. 


Re WELLCOME’S TRADE-MARK. Byrne, J. 20th, 2lst, and 23rd to 
27th Nov. ; 14th Dec. 


TrapE-mMaRK—‘‘ Fancy Worp’’—Rectirication or Reoister—Partents, 
Desians, AND Trape-MaRks Act, 1883, s. 64. 


This was an application by Messrs. Thompson & Capper, chemists, of 
Manchester, to have the register of trade-marks rectified by the removal 
therefrom of the registered mark ‘tabloid’? of Mr. J. S. Wellcome, 
trading as Burroughs, Wellcome & Co., and came on with the action of 
J. S. Wellcome, trading as Burroughs, Wellcome § Co. v. Thompson § Capper, 
wherein the plaintiff sought an injunction for infringement of his trade- 
mark and for passing off. The word ‘tabloid’? was registered as a 
trade-mark in March, 1884, in class 3, in respect of substances, not 
in class 1, used in medicine and pharmacy, and the word “tabloids ”’ 
was registered in the same class in 1885. These registrations had 
been renewed, and were still in force. Messrs. Burroughs, Wellcome 


Wynne-Baxter § 





=e 
original shape and size as also of other sizes and shapes, chiefly mo, 
or less convex. The word “tablet ’’ was a well known word in co 

with solid drugs as early as the time of Lord Bacon; and I]t had bea 
used to denote compressed drugs made up in the bi-convex 

in question by the firm in connection with Wyeth’s tablets, and by som 
other persons. J. S. Wellcome had previously registered the 

‘ tablets’’ for the same class, intending to use it as ‘his trade-mark, by 
finding it could not be sustained, the word ‘‘ tabloid ’’ had been inventaj, 
This word, the learned judge found, was unknown before the registration. 
and was used for the first time by the firm. The mark being registang 
before the Patents, Designs, and Trade-Marks Act, 1888, the case cam, 
under the Patents, Designs, and Trade-Marks Act 1883; and the questigy 
was whether ‘‘ tabloid ’’ was a ‘‘ fancy word ’’ within section 64. It wa 
argued on behalf of the applicants that the word ‘‘ tabloid” was op} 
“table”? and ‘tablet’? with the suffix ‘“‘oid’’; and that ‘‘ oid’’ was, 
well-known suffix, as in the word ‘“‘spheroid”’ and ‘“‘ rhomboid”; ang 
that therefore “‘ tabloid ’’ was a descriptive and not a fancy word. 


Dec. 14.—Byrne, J.—The case of Re Johnston’s Trade-Mark: No. 58,405 
(40 Soxricrrors’ Journat, 599), sub-nomine Trade-Mark of ‘* Bovril” (ij 
W. R. 150 ; 1896, 2 Ch. 600), before the Court of Appeal, relieves me from 
a close examination of the earlier cases; and gives me a guide jp 
endeavouring to determine whether or not ‘‘ tabloid’’ was a ‘‘ fancy word” 
at the time of the registration. That case shews that it is not necessary 
that the word registered should be absolutely unsuggestive. The worl 
Bovril was suggestive of an ox, but it was held not to be descriptive, 
‘Tablet’? with the suffix ‘‘oid’’ would become ‘“‘tabletoid’’ not 
‘‘tabloid.’’ The case is near the line, but I think that in March, 1884, 
the word was not ‘‘intelligibly describing the thimg sold,” as Lon 
Lindley put it, and that it was a fancy word as applied to goods in the 
class in which it was registered. I dismiss the motion to rectify. 

An injunction was granted in the action.—CounsrL, 4. J. Walter and J, 
Gray ; Moulton, K.C., Nevill, K.C., Levett, K.C., Sehastian, and Kerly, 
Soxtcrrors, Sharpe, Parker, Pritchards, Barham, § Lawford, for Alsop, Stevens, 
Harvey, § Crooks, Liverpool; Markby, Stewart, § Co. 

[Reported by Nevitte Tessurtt, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 





























Re JORDAN. HAYWARD v. HAMILTON. Byrne, J. 16th Dec, 


Practice—Parties—TrvustEE—Breacn oF Trust—Criamm For Repwace- 
MENT OF Funps—Executors or TRUSTEE—REPRESENTATIVES OF TRUS? 
Estate. 


In this action the plaintiff claimed, as beneficiary under a marriage 
settlement made in 1869, that the defendants, as executors of Jordan, one 
of the two original trustees under the settlement, were liable to make 
good settlement moneys alleged to have been lost by breaches of trust on 
Jordan’s part; and that a sum equivalent to those moneys should be set 
aside and invested as the court might direct to answer that loss. It was 
alleged that Jordan died in 1882; that Ludlow, the other original trustee 
of the settlement, died in 1886 ; and that no new trustees of the settle 
ment had been appointed. A preliminary objection was taken at the trial 
that the trustees of the settlement ought to be represented, by adding as 
defendants either the representatives of Ludlow or persons to be appointed 
as new trustees of the settlement. 


Byrne, J., gave judgment to the following effect: Here the only 
defendants were representatives of a trustee who was not the last 
surviving trustee. There was, therefore, nobody before the court repre- 
senting the trust estate. The person who had the right to recover moneys 
belonging to the settlement was the representative of the last surviving 
trustee. The cestuis gue trust could come into court to recover money which 
was lost, joining the person in whom the right to recover it was legally 
vested, by reason of the power of the court to execute trusts and to allow 
beneficiaries to sue in their own names if a sufficient case be shewn. 
Cases had been cited, of which Re Harrison (1891, 2 Ch. 349, 39 W. R. Dig. 
167) was the chief example, where it had been held that, an action having 
been brought against a surviving executor and trustee, it was 
not necessary to make the representative of a deceased trustee a party. 
In that case Chitty, J., said (at p. 354) that many judgments had been 
made without any opposition against a surviving executor and trustee, 
without joining the representatives of others who had died before the 
action had commenced, where there were no special circumstances in the 
case rendering it necessary that they should be parties. But no authority 
had been cited shewing that judgment could be given in an action of this 
kind, which in fact involved something in the nature of a partial execution 
of the trusts, without having the persons representing the trust estate 
before the court. Here there was a person entitled to appoint new trustees 
of the settlement, and, if there w-re no trustees, such appointment ought 
to be made and the trustees brought before the court. It was argued that 
this action asked, not for execution of the trusts, but only for a declara- 

tion that the estate of the deceased trustee was liable for breaches of trust. 
But the plaintiff was not entitled to be paid any money found due and it 
would be difficult to make such an order except in the presence of the 
parties entitled to be paid. Moreover, the plaintiff wanted, further, an 
order founded upon this for the investment of a Sum to answer the loss. 

The case was of some importance, for no authority covered it. There 
might be cases in which such an action could be entertained. where it was 
impossible to get the representatives before the court. But here it was- 
possible to do so. The case must stand over to enable the present trustees 

to be joined, or if there were none, to enable new truste+s to be appointed 

and added as defendants.—CounseL, Norton, K.C., and Baslhache ; Rowden, 

K.C., and 7. L. Wilkinson. So.tcrrors, Kuch, for Lyndon, Moore, & (.; 







































& Co. had continuously made and sold solid compressed drugs 
eyer since the registrations. These drugs had always been made of the 


W. R. Smith §& Smyth, for Cardners. 
[Reported by Percy H. Wiyrie.p, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. 
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as 
STAINER +. HODGKINSON. Buckley, J. 14th and 16th Dec. 


Wuit—Construction—Tenant For Lire AND REMAINDERMAN—ENJOYMENT 
Ix Srecre —Prorits or Suarez or Business—Impiiep Power To Carry 
Ox BusINEss. ; 

This was an adjourned summons, raising the question whether a tenant 
for life of the profits of the income of a business was entitled to the whole 
of those profits, or only to £4 per cent. on its capitalized value. John 
Smith, at and prior to his death, carried on two businesses in co-partnership 
with others. By his will he gave all his real and personal estate to his 
widow, so long as she remained his widow, and at her death ‘‘all to be 
divided’? amongst his children, ‘‘also my shares and interest in’’ the 
businesses in question. The testator died in 1896. The executors did not 
sell the testator’s shares in the businesses until 1900. The widow re- 
married in 1902. In the interval between 1896 and 1900 the businesses 
were carried on by the surviving partners, and the profits, which were very 
large, were paid direct to the widow. She paid moneys, which had formed 

of these profits, into a bank, and the question was whether she was 
entitled tothem. The arguments are sufficiently indicated in the report 
of the judgment. In addition to the cases therein cited, reference was 

made to Re Norrington (13 Ch. D. 654) and Re Cameron (26 Ch. D. 19). 
Bucktey, J., in giving judgment, said that the first general principle 

which was applicable was that the mere absence of a direction to convert 

did not entitle the widow to enjoy the property in specie; what exactly 

were the dispositions which would exclude the rule in Howe v. Lord Dart- 

mouth (7 Ves. 137) was the question to be decided. The second principle 
was that there were two sorts of property, each of which might be either 
merely of a wasting nature, or not only of a wasting nature but also 
burdened with onerous obligations. There were many cases as to lease- 
holds, and he thought that the difference between a leasehold involving 
onerous obligations and a business involving risk in trade was one of degree 
rather than of principle. In regard to leaseholds there were two 
cases in which there was a question rimilar to that in the present case. 

In Collins v. Collins (2 My. & K. 703) the gift was of all the testator’s 

property to his wife for her life, and after her death ‘‘to be divided.’ 

The decision was that the tenant for life was specifically entitled. In 

Pickering v. Pickering (4 My. & Cr. 289) it was held that if the will con- 

taiued indicatious of an intention that the tenant for life was to enjoy the 

property in its existing state, then the tenant for life was to enjoy it in 
spere. In two later cases, Re Chancellor (26 Ch. D. 42) and Re Crowther 

(1895, 2 Ch. 156), it was held that, owing to the power which was given to 

postpone conversion, you might infer from the subsequent direction to pay 

income a direction to pay the whole income during such time as the con- 
version should be postponed. Re Chancellor was also a decision that in 
order to enable trustees to carry on the business of a testator, it was not 
necessary to find in the will an express power to do so, but that it was 

sufficient if such power could be implied. Holgate v. Jennings (24 

Beav. 623) was another case of that class. Two cases had 

been cited where the decision was not in favour of the tenant 

for life. In the first of these cases, however, Fearns v. Young 

(9 Ves. 549), there was no specific gift of the property in question. 

In the other case, Kirkman v. Booth (11 Beav. 273), where the gift was of 

a business, Lord Langdale (at p. 280) said that the rule was that to 

authorize executors to carry on a business required distinct and positive 

authority given by the will itself for that purpose. In the light of the 
subsequent decisions, and particularly that of the Court of Appeal in Re 

Chancellor, he thought that statement to be too wide. Kirkman v. Booth 

also was a case, not of rights as between tenant for life and remainderman, 

but of whether the executors ought to make good a loss which had 
revulted from an unauthorized carrying on of the testator’s business for 
thirteen years. It was with a view to a decision on that point that the 

court declared that the property ought to have been converted within a 

year from the testator’s death. It did not decide that a distinction 

existed between a leasehold involving liabilities and a business involving 
liabilities. After referring to Re Bland (1899, 2 Ch. 336), his lordship 
construed the will, holding that there was a specific gift of the shares in 
the businesses. He therefore held that the profits earned in the businesses 
belonged to the widow.—Counsex, Earle ; Whinney ; Buckmaster, K.U., and 
W. E. Hughes. Soxrcrrors, Pitman & Sons, for Joseph Griffiths, Newcastle, 
Staffs.; Duyle, Devonshire, & Woodhouse. 
[Reported by H. L. Onmiston, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 


BOORD v. HUDDART. Swinfen Eady, J. 10th, 11th, 12th, 13th, 16th, 
17th Nov., and 21st Dec. 


TrapE-MARK—INFRINGEMENT—Passtnc Orr—Trapr Destcnation DEeRIvep 
FROM TRADE-MARK— Mark REGISTERED FOR A Cuiass—Ricur To 
Exctustve Use ror any Irem 1x Cxass—Insuncrion. 


Action for infringement of a trade-mark, representing a cat on a barrel, 
wed by the plantiffs continuously since 1849, and registered by them in 
1879, in connection with fermented liquors and spirits (including liqueurs) 
and e-pecially with ‘‘Old Tom ” or sweetened gin. The defendant had 
sold sloe gin with a label which also repreeented a cat and a barrel, and he 
described the article as ‘‘ cat brand.” The plaintiffs, who also sold sloe 
gin (which they claimed to be a liqueur), alleged that their goods are well- 
known in the trade as “cat brand’’ or “‘cat and barrel brand,” and they 
claimed an injunction to restrain the defendant from infringing their 
trade-mark, and from using the said description or representation or any 
other words or figures so as to enable his goods to S passed off as the 
goods of the plaintiffs. ‘The defendant was not a maker of sloe gin, but 
obtained his supplies, together with the labels, from Melrose Drover 
(Limited), who had undertaken to indemnify him in respect of the present 
action, It was alleged in defence that the device was wholly different 





from the plaintiffs’ trade-mark, and that the device of a cat, with or 
without a barrel, was common in the spirit trade, and had been used by 
several firms for many years without protest or action taken by the 
plaintiffs. It was also alleged that Melrose Drover (Limited) had, in 
adopting the device, endeavoured to make it as different as possible from 
that of the plaintiffs, whose customers they had formerly been. 

Swinren Eavy, J.. observed that the evidence was entirely in favour of 
the plaintiffs’ contention as to the designation ‘‘ cat and barrel brand”’ being 
associated with their goods in the trade. His lordship could not regard 
Melrose Drover (Limited) (who had accepted the responsibility), as having 
acted innocently in the selection of their design, which, so far from being 
distinctive, was as nearly as possible like the plaintiffs’. They had, 
moreover, improperly described it as registered, when in fact it was not 
so. The evidence as to user of such a label by other firms was un- 
satisfactory, and his lordship was of opinion that the laintiffs hud used 
due diligence in seeking redress for the infringement of their rights. It had 
been argued that the plaintiffs could not, by registering their trade-mark for 
a class of goods, obtain the exclusive right to use it for one item of that 
class, and reliance was placed on Edwards v. Dennis (30 Ch. D. 454, 463, 
476, 34 W. R. Dig. 197), and Hargreave v. Freeman (1891, 3 Ch. 39, 40 
W. R. Dig. 266). Here, however, the goods of the plaintiffs and of the 
defendant respectively were of the same character, and it was clear from 
the decision in Re The Australian Wine Importers (Limited) (37 W. R. 578, 
41 Ch. D. 278), that Melrose Drover (Limited), could not have registered 
their design for sloe gin even if the plaintiffs had not used their trade- 
mark for that article. The plaintiffs had established their case, and there 
must be aninjunction.—CounseL, Fletcher Moulton, K.C., M.P., Eve, K.C., 
and Israel Davis; Warmington, K.C., Scrutton, K.C., and Sebastian. 
Souicrrors, Halse, Trustram, § Co. ; Farlow § Jackson, 

[Reported by R, Hitt, Eeq., Barriater-at-Law. | 





High Court—King’s Bench Division. 
RAVEN v, JUSTICES OF SOUTHAMPTON. Div. Court. 19th and 23rd Dec. 


Licensinc Law—Rervsat to Renew—Apprat To QuaRTER Sessions — 
EviIpENce aT QUARTER SEssIONs. 


This was an appeal from the decision of the quarter sessions dismissing 
the appeal of George Raven and Crowley & Co. from the refusal of the 
licensing justices to renew the licence of certain premises known as the 
‘‘George and Henry,” and situated in Orchard-lane, in the borough of 
Southampton. The following are the facts of the case: At the — 
at quarter sessions the assistant surveyor produced a map on which he 
marked all the fully-licensed houses and beerhouses, and he proved that 
taking the ‘‘ George and Henry”’ in the centre of a circle of 100 yards 
radius there were within the circle 12 fully-licensed houses and 37 beer- 
houses, and: with the same centre and 300 yards as radius there were 25 fully- 
licensed houses and 47 beerhouses. No objection was served on any of the 
fully-licensed houses or beerhouses privr to the hearing of the appeal. A 
detective proved that he had known the locality for te past ten years, during 
the whole of which time the ‘‘ George and Henry’’ had been fully-licensed, 
and that it had not changed except that it had become more thickly popu- 
lated. His evidence also went to shew that the district was a troublesome 
one to the police. No other evidence was given on behalf of the respondents. 
The quarter sessions found that the ‘‘ George and Henry ”’ was not required 
for the wants of the neighbourhood and dismissed the appeal, but. stated 
this case. On behalf of the appeliants it was contended that the map was 
not evidence on which quarter sessions was entitled to act. There wasno 
evidence that this house was less required than any other. Counsel cited 
the Farnham case (1902, 2 K. B. 363), Evans v. Conway Justices (1900, 2 K. B. 
5), Sharp v. Wakefield (1891, A. C., at p. 189). On behalf of the respon- 
dents it was contended that the justices had properly exercised their 
discretion, and that this was shewn by the map. Cur. adv. vult. 


Tue Covrr (Lord Atverstong, C.J., and Lawrancr, J., Kennepy, J., 
dissenting) allowed the appeal, and ordered the licence to be renewed. 

Lord Atvesstone, C.J.—I recognize that the justices may of their own 
motion give notice that a licence would be objected to on the ground that 
it was not required locally, and there may be circumstances which would 
justify the justices.in thinking a particular licence is not required, 
and, if so, they may act accordingly. But this court has to cunsider 
whether the quarter sessions in this case has acted on evidence 
a court of law may fairly receive. I do not think it unfair to 
say that all the evidence in the case was the map, and nothing else. 
I think it not unimportant to point out that the map discloses immedi- 
ately opposite this house another fully-licensed house. I mention that not 
for the purpose of saying it was necessary for the justices to differentiate, 
but to point ovt that if they acted on the map only it was difficult to see 
how they could avoid differentiating. I wish to emphasise what was. said 
by the Master of the Ro'ls in R. v. Justices of Farnham, namely, that it was 
clear from their report that the only satisfactory way of dealing with the 
question was to cause objections to be served on all the owners of licensed 
houses so that the case of each one might be considered. In this case the 
quarter sessions had no evidence before it except the map, and if they did 
not rely upon the differentiation as contended tor by the respondents they 
had no evidence upon which they could act.—CounsaL, Avory, K.C,, Temple 
Cooke, and 8. H. Emanuel; Tyrell Giks and A. W. Basset. Soricrrors, 
Speechly § Co., for Lamport, Basset, § Hiscock, Southampton. 

[Reported by Atan Hoaa, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 








Mr. Justice Grantham is stated to be suffering from bronchitis. 
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New Orders, &c. 


Criminal Procedure, England. 
Costs and Compensation. 


REGULATIONS MADE BY THE SECRETARY oF STATE, DATED NovemBER 12, 1903, 
GOVERNING THE ALLOWANCES PAYABLE TO Prosecutors AND WITNESSES 
tn Crimi Prosecutions. 


Whereas divers Rules and Regulations have been made under 
Section 5 of the Criminal Justice Administration Act, 1851, as to 
the costs and compensation to be allowed out of county or borough 
funds to prosecutors, witnesses, and others in criminal prosecutions, 
and as to the form of the certificate to be granted hy the examin- 
ing magistrate or magistrates in respect of such allowances; and 
whereas it appears to me, the Right Honourable Aretas Akers-Douglas, 
one of His Maje-ty’s Principal Secretaries of State, desirable and expedient 
that other Regulations should be made in substitution therefor: now I, 
acting in pursuance of the powers vested in me by the enactment herein- 
before mentioned, do hereby revoke all such Rules and Regulations respect - 
ing | of the aforesaid matters, and make the following Regulations in lieu 

ereof. 

1. Witnesses Giving Professional Evidence.—There may be allowed to 
practising members of the legal and medical professions, for attending to 
give professional evidence, but not otherwise, allowances not exceeding the 
sums stated in the following scale :— 

For attending to give evidence in the town or place where the witness 

resides or practises— 
if the witness attends to give evidence in one case only, not more 

than one guinea per diem ; 
if the witness gives evidence on the same day in two or more 
separate and distinct cases, not more than two guineas ; 

For attending to give evidence elsewhere than in any town or place where 
the witness resides or practises, whether in one or more cases, not 
more than two guineas per diem. 

In this Regulation ‘‘town’’ means Municipal Borough or Urban 
District ; and ‘‘ place’’ means the area within a radius of three miles from 
the Court at which the witness attends to give evidence. 

No allowance may be given under this Regulation to the solicitor for the 
prosecution, except that, if such solicitor gives professional evidence which, 
in the opinion of the proper officer of the Court, was necessary and saved 
the attendance of another witness, a fee of 6s. 8d. may be allowed. 

2 Expert Witnesses and Interpreters.—There may be allowed (a) to expert 
witnesses such allowances for attending to give expert evidence as the 
Court may consider reasonable, including, where necessary, an allowance 
for qualifyiug to give evid+nce, and (4) to persons employed as Interpreters, 
such allowances as the Court may consider reasonable. 

3. Police Officers.—There may be allowed to Police Officers :— 

When attending as prosecutors or witnesses at courts situate within 
the area of their own police authority, no allowance, other than 
travelling allowances as provided in Regulation 8. 

When attending as prosecutors or witnesses at Courts situate outside 
the area of their own Police Authority— 

(a) In the case of Constables and Sergeants, a sum not exceeding— 
8s. a 


For the day avs oe aoc a 
For the night eee eae eee 
(4) In the case of Inspectors, a sum not exceeding— 


a. d. | 
For the day en ‘ ee 
For the night eee _ «oe 6 0 
(c) In the case of Superintendents and Chief Constables, a sum 
not exceeding— 
8. d. 
For the day 7 © 


For the night fe i sai ie 0 


- 





For the purposes of this Regulation, any Court at which cases arising in 
the area of any Police Authority or part thereof are ordinarily heard or 
tried shall be deemed, so far as regards such cases, to be situate within | 
that area. | 

4. Prison Warders.—There may be allowed to prison warders attending | 
as prosecutors or witnesses or in charge of a prisoner produced to give | 
evidence, a sum equal to that allowed them by the Regulations of the | 
Prison Department, viz. :— | 


Day and night. Day only. 

Chief warders... 8s. Breakfast .. 1s. | 
Dinner oo» 2s. 6d. 7 4s. 6d. { 
Supper i 

Principal warders ... 6s. 6d. Sume as above. 

Warders and assistan' 

warders ... .. 6s. Breakfast ... Ie. 

Dinner... 98. $ ds, | 
Supper SS seg 


For @ prisoner so produced in the custody of warders, such sum for | 
subsistence as the warders have been authorized to spend, and has been | 
actually expended, on his behalf. | 

5. Ordinary Witnesses.—There may be allowed to prosecutors and 
witnesses, other than those mentioned above, day and night allowances | 
not exceeding 7s. per day and 5s. per night; subject, in the case of 
pene na not necessarily detained from home all night, to the following | 
regulations :— 

(1) The day allowgpce to children, domestic servants, and persons 
having no occupation or frdde shail not exceed 1s. per diem, 





(2) The day allowance for witnesses in the services of an employe 
shall not, except for special reasons allowed by the Court 
exceed the amount of wages actually lost by attendance, Th 
amount of wages so lost may be proved by a certificate of the 
employer, but in the absence of such certificate the following 
rates must not, except for special reasons, be exceeded :— 


8 d. 

For agricultural labourers, unskilled labourers, and 
thelike... bas Re eae a Pate so Soe 
For artisans, mechanics, and the like ... “i 00 BS 

(3) The day allowance to persons (other than those mentioned above) 
who do not lose income by attendance shall not, except for 
special reasons allowed by the Court, exceed 3s. per diem. 

The night allowance shall not exceed the expense reasonably incurred by 
the witness, nor the above-mentioned limit of 5s. 

There may be allowed to any person who, in the opinion of the proper 
officer of the Court, necessarily attends for the purpose of the prosecution 
otherwise than as a witness the same allowances as to ordinary witness, 

6. Seamen.—Where seamen have been detained on shore for the purpose 
of giving evidence in a criminal prosecution the amount actually and 
reasonably incurred for their maintenance during their detention may be 
allowed in addition to any allowances made under the foregoing rule, 

7. General Regulation.—No full day allowance under Regulations 1, 3, 
and 5 shall be paid unless the witness is necessarily detained away from his 
home, or place of business or employment, for at least four hours for the 
purpose of giving evidence. 

If the time during which the witness is necessarily detained away from 
his home, or place of business or employment, be less than four hours, he 
shall receive not more than one-half of the allowance which he would have 
received had he been detained for the full day. 

No night allowance under Regulations 3, 4, and 5 shall be paid unless 
the witness in order to give evidence is necessarily detained away from 
home for the night. 

8. Travelling Allowances.—There may be allowed to witnesses attending 
Court to give evidence from a distance of more than two miles their rail- 
why fares actually paid, or (where a railway is not available) reasonable 
expenses of conveyance actually incurred: provided— 

(1) That the railway fare, except for special reasons allowed by the 
Court, shall be 3rd class fare; and that if return tickets are 
available, only return rates shall be allowed. In the case of 
police witnesses the reduced rates under the Cheap Trains Act, 
1883, shall not be exceeded, except for special reasons allowed 
by the Court : 

(2) That the expenses of conveyance, otherwise than by railway, 
shall not in any case (except where a special conveyance is 
required for a witness suffering from serious illness) exceed 1s, 
a mile one way. Such expenses shall be allowed separately as 
mileage. 

9. Form of Certificate.—The form of certificate in the Appendix hereto 
shall be used when a magistrate or magistrates acting under the Indictable 
Offences Act, 1848, grants a certificate of the allowances payable to 
witnesses who appear to give evidence. In each case the witness’ pro- 
fession, trade, or occupation, or the fact that he is without employment or 
occupation, must be stated on the form. 

10. Date of Commencement.—These Regulations shall take effect on and 
after the 28th day of December next. 

Given under my hand at Whitehall this 12th day of November, 1903. 

A. Akers-Douglas, 
One of His Majesty’s Principal 
Secretaries of State. 


Appendix. 
Certiricate oF Costs or Prosrcution. 
Petty Sessional Division of }. 


In the [County of 
A. B. having been examined before 
on a charge of ; it is hereby certified that the under- 
mentioned persons are, for their expense, trouble, and loss of time 
connection with the said charge, entitled to compensation as follows 7 
Ss. ad. 
To C. D. [state profession, trade, or occupation), 
the prosecutor, residing 1 
for his attendance here 
night ... oe eee sid ‘od 
For travelling miles, mileage , railway fare 
‘To the same for fees payable by him to the Justice’s Clerk, 
as per authorized table _... ae aay co “aa se 
[state profession, trade, or occupation], 


half day day and 


To E. F. 
| a witness, residing at , for his attendance 
here half day day night cae ae 
For travelling miles, mileage , railway fare 
| Dated this day of , one thousand nine 
hundred and os . he 2. ve 


J.P. 
Justice of the Peace for the [County] aforesaid. 


# 








Mr. Justice Wright has fixed Tuesday, the 19th of January, and follow- 
ing days for the next sittings of the Railway and Canal Commission 
Court. 

Itis stated that Mr Justice Bruce will have charge of the Commeréial 
Court from the 11th of January next until the return of Mr. Justice Walton 


| from the South Wales Circuit, about the Ind of February. 
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Law Societies. 


The Law Society. 


Notice of any resolutions intended to be moved at the special general 
meeting of the society to be held on the 29th of January next should be in 
the hands of the secretary on or before the 7th prox. 

Dec. 28. 








Obituary. 
Mr. A. D. Cripps. 


Mr. Arthur Devereux Cripps, solicitor, of 45, Parliament-street, and 
Great Marlow, Bucks, died on Tuesday. Mr. Cripps, who was a 
son of the late Mr. H. W. Cripps, QC., and a brother of Mr. C A. 
Cripps, K.C., M.P., was admitted in 1881. He was clerk to the justices 
and to the Marlow Urban District Council. His death is stated to have 
been due to a chill arising from immersion in water when attempting to 
ride a horse over a flooded stream. 








Legal News. 


Appointment. 


Mr. R. E. Fox, solicitor, Town Clerk and -Clerk of the Peace for 
Blackburn, has heen selected by a special committee out of a large number 
of candidates for recommendation as Town Clerk of Leeds, at a maximum 
salary of £1,500 a year, in succession to Mr. W. J. Jeeves, who has been 
called to the bar. 


Changes in Partnerships. 


Admission. 


Messrs. Field, Son, & Bromfield, solicitors, of Union Bank-buildings, 5, 
Fenwick-street, Liverpool, have taken into partnership Mr. Srpnry Frevp, 
the youngest son of their senior partner. 


Dissolutions. 


Latmmen Dariincron and Wii11AM Marrzort, solicitors (Darlington & 
Marriott), Bradford, Ikley, and Harrogate. Dec. 31. So far as regards 
the business at Bradford and Ilkley; the business at Harrogate will be 
carried on as heretofore. 


Cuarence Ricnarp Hause and Epwarp Jones Trustram, solicitors 
(Halse, Trustram, & Co.), 61, Cheapside, and 17, Old Burlington-street, 
London. Dec. 25. By arrangement and for greater convenience of work- 
ing, both businesses will continue to be carried on separately as heretofore, 
the West End by Mr. Halse and the city by Mr. Trustram. 

[ Gazette, Dec. 25. 


Rosert Ley Woop and Tuomas Exierson Ricxersy, solicitors (Ley 
Wood & Rickerby), Cheltenham. Dec. 25. [ Gazette, Dec. 29. 


General. 


Sir Francis Jeune, who, says the 7imes, was rather unwell when he left 
town for Arlington Manor shortly before Christmas, is now much better. 
On Tuesday afternoon he drove in an open carriage to Newbury, despite 
the bitterly cold weather. 


The congratulatory dinner at which Mr. Lyttelton, M.P., will be enter- 
tained by the members of the Oxford Circuit, in celebration of his recent 
appointment to the Colonial Secretaryship, will take place at the Café 
Royal, Regent-street, on Thursday, the 14th of January. 


A Western lawyer, says the Central Law Jowrnnal, had defended a 
prisoner charged with murder, with the result that the man was convicted 
and hanged. Shortly afterwards the same lawyer appeared before the 
judge with a fee bill for defending the man and attending to matters in 
The bill was for a ge sum, and the 
“Well, ll — it,”’ announced the 

d have killed that man for 


— closing up his estate. 
lawyer explained it in detail. 
judge, ‘* but it does seem to me as if you cou 


Lord Justice Romer, who celebrated his sixty-third birthday last week, 
has, says the St. James’s Gazette, been 50 long at the bar and on the bench 
that most people have forgotten that after leaving college he commenced 
his career as a Professor of Mathematics in the Queen’s College, Cork. 
Certainly two barristers who were unnecessarily labouring a case mainly 
statistical had overlooked the record of the learned judge before whom 
they were arguing. ‘‘ Thanks,” said his lordship presently, when the 
painfully obvious was being threshed bare ; ‘‘ thanks; at one time I knew 
arithmetic.”’ 

The Paris correspondent of a daily journal says that the course of 
ustice was recently san) merge interrupted at the Ninth Chamber 7 the 
ion ofa rat. The little beast made its first appearance in the , 


where a number of female prisoners were standing. On seeing the 
intruder, the women fell into a wild panic, and eventually the sitting had 
to be suspended while efforts were made to secure the rat. The latter, 
however, shewed himself more e than his pursuers, and it was not 
until a municipal guard had drawn his bayonet and transfixed the intruder 
that the business could be resumed. 


It has, says the American Law Review, been some time since the Supreme 
Court of the United States treated the profession and the country with a 
genuine surprise ; and persons who view with jealousy and alarm the 
extension of Federal jurisdiction through amendments to the Federal 
Constitution, adopted not by the assent of three-fourths of the States, but 
by the assent of a bare majority of the nine judges of the Supreme Court, 
had measurably ceased. But ey are now awakened to a realization of 
the fact that the process of ‘‘ sapping and mining ’’—we use an expression 
of Thomas Jefferson—has been resumed. This time it exhibits the 
alarming feature of holding that the admiralty jurisdiction granted by the 
States to the United States by the Federal Constitution, extends to canals 
which are created and maintained by a single State and which lie wholly 
within the limits of that State—in the icular case, to an action for 
repairs upon a canal-boat built to be hauled by horses along the Erie 
Canal, which is an artificial internal waterway of the State of New York. 
The decision is rendered by a bare majority of the nine judges of the court. 
The opinion is written by Justice Brown, whose thorough knowledge of 
the admiralty law will commend it to the t, though perhaps not to 
the assent, of the profession. Concurring with Justice Brown are Justices 
White, McKenna, Day, and Holmes. Dissenting from the opinion of this 
slender majority, are Chief Justice Fuller and Justices Harlan, Brewer, 
and Peckham. Mr. Justice Brewer writes the dissenting opinion. 








The Property Mart. 


Sale of the Ensuing Week. 
Jan. 7.—Messrs. H. E. Foster & Cranrizxp, at the Mart, E.C., at 2 :- 
REVERSIONS: 
To One-fifth of a Trust Fund, ited by Consols, &c., of the estimated valu 
le yl lady aged 77. icitors, Messrs. Clarkson, Greenwell, & Co., 


n. ¢ 
To One-seventh of £183 East India Railway Annuity, Claes B.; lady aged 45 and 
ntleman aged 48. Solicitors, Alfred White & Co., London. 
To One-third of a ‘Lrust Estate, represented by Railway Stocks and Consols, value 
£12,000; lady aged 71. Solicitors, Messrs. Wansey, Bowen, & Co., London. 
sree, > - £1,000 and £1,000. Solicitors, Messrs. 


on. 
(See advertisements, this week, back page.) 








Winding-up Notices. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Liwrep 1n CHANCERY. 

London Gazette,—Frivayx, Dec, 25. 

Bracons¥FiELp (Tasmania) Synpicats, Luontep (1x Liquipation)—Creditors ate required, 
on or before Feb 1, to send their names and ad and of their debts 
or claims, to Wilham Frederick Garland, 6, Queen st pl. B Gresham House, 
Old Broad st, solor for liquidator 

Bovent Henry Enaiveznine Co, Luutep-—-Petn for windi presented Dec 21 
directed to be heard Jan 12. Potier & Co, Finsbury promt afore for petners. Notice 
4 appearing must reach the above-named not later 6 o'clock in the afternoon of 

an il 

Lyceum Tueatee, Lonrep (1x Votuntary Liquipation)—Creditors are i on or 

eir names and addresses, and the of halt debts or 


before Feb 10, to send their 
cl-ims, to W. B. Peat, 3, Lothbury. Ashurst & Co, av, solors for 
liquidator 

Mersey Sack Hirine Co, Limirep, Liverroo..—Creditors are pout, on or before 
Feb 4, to send their names and addresses, and the iculars of debts or claims, 
to Mr William Maximus Egan, 3, Lord st, Li Yates & Co, solors for liquidator 

Miptanp ‘Teiersoxe Press Aceycy, Liwrrep—Creditors are raquired, on or before Feb 
8, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Mr. 
Pad E. Winkles, 27, Icknield st, Birmingham. Freeland, Birmingham, solor for 

iquidator 

PanawatTre Syypicate, Liuitep—Creditors are uired, on or before Jan 25, to send 

their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts and claims, Arth 

Green, 2, Clement’s inn, Strand 

Prixcess (Murcutson) Consotipatep, Limirep—Petn for 

directed otice 


to ur 
winding up, presented Dec 15, 
be heard Jan 12. Redfern & Hunt, Abchurch in, solor 1-7 Notice ot 


gous must reach the above-named not later than the afternoon of 

an ll 

Suetr Trauway Co, Livrrep—Creditors are required, on or before Jan 12, to send their 
names and addresses, and the i of their debts or claims, to John Henry Wood- 
head and Jobn Henry Stott, . Wright & Co, Bradford; solors for liquidators 

Sree. Batis, Luurep -Petn for winding Dee 19, directed to be heard Jan 
12, | Peppet © Co, Clement’s inn, for Pepper & Co’ solors for 
petner. a of appearing must reach the above-named not than 6 o’clock in the 


Jan 11 
Travxsrex Syxvitars, Lunrep—Creditors are required, on or before Feb 15, to their 

Dames and atldremes. and the partivulars of their de SF Gatess, to Alpbraivn Bugtas 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. , 
Lonrrp ty CHancery. 


Houeybourne, 63, Co: 
London Gazette.—Tvurspay, Dec. 29. 


iy “+ li a for ge penal De 21, re to be 
heard Jan12 Janson , 22, College . ors petuers. otice appearing 
must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Jan 11 


Wicuax Baonanpece © Co. lagen Gaines - feived, ener elas 1, to mand 
their names addre : debts or claims, bert Hope 
Poe age Neptone Works Waller, Neweasile cigon Tyne 
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Creditors’ Notices. 
Under Estates in Chancery. 


Last Day or Cram. 
London Gazette.—Faipay, Dec. 18. 


Warkins, Humpnery Water, Cheapside and Beckenham, Kent Feb 5 Jones v Watkins, 
Joyce, J Watkins, 27, Chancery In 


Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last Day or Cram. 
London Gazette.—Turspay, Dec. 15. 


ALEXANDER, WiL.1AM, Dorking, Superintendent of Police Jan2 Down & Co, Dorking 
ALLARD, James, Northampt»n, Poultry Dealer Jani Whyley, Bedford \ 
satin” “(paaanee Eyatanp, Lytham, Lancs, Iron Merchant Jan 26 Nelson & Co, 


8 

Bay ey, Mary Janz, Scarborough Jani1l Brown & Wood. Skipton 

Boarpman, ManGanet, 3t Helens, Lincs Jan 14 Thomas, St Helens 

Bowman, Ricuarp, Leeds Jani2 Harrison & Son, Leeds 

Cantor, Coteman, Sutherland av, Maida Vale, Merchant Jan 14 Edwards & Cohen, 
Coleman st 

Cuakk Arrnur Peter, Birmingham, Commercial Traveller Dec 28 Day, Stoke on Trent 

Courzr, Wii.1am Ecxier, Upton on severn, Worcester, Printer Jan 11 Romney, 
Upton on Severn : 

Ecuttx, Cuarzes, St Peter Port,Guernsey Jan15 Indermaur & Brown, Chancery In 

EmanveL, Freperick Lionet, Wellington ct, Knightsbridge Jan 25 Lindo & Co, 
Finsbury circus 

Evans, Maria, Carmarthen Jan1 Browne, Carmarthen 

Evans, Wittiam, Bridgend Jan1 Randall & Co, Bridgend 

Fincu, Geonce, Courtland cer, Kensington Jan15 Lee & Pemberton, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Frenxcu, Acyes Anne, Winslow, Bucks Feb1 Willis & Willis, Winslow, Bucks y 

same Keg Hewsry, Fish Salesman, Hastings Jan 23 Phillips & Cheeseman, 

‘ings 

GRIEVES, jam South Shields Jan18 Mabane & Co, South Shields 

Gairritu, E.izabEta, Buckfield, Leominster Jan14 Lloyd & Son, Leominster 

Hazrison, Josepn Epwarp, Campo de Galbany, San Gervasio de Cassolas, Barcelona, 
Spain, Engmeer Dec #1 Field & Cunningham, Manchester 

Hvuenss, Owen, Sydney, N 8 Wal-s April 15 Valpy & Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Kine, Mary Asn, Lower Broughton, Salford Jan 30 Marson, Manchester 

Kine, WatteEs, St George’s st, Hanover sq Jan8 Bate & Co, Bedford row 

Laneaber. Hexbeat Acrorp, Winthrop, Suffulk Dec 31 Deane & Son, Batley 

Mires, Witt1am Henny, South Hampstead Jan¥0 Miles, Theobald’s rd 

Moctp Emma, Hunter bidgs, Borough road Dee 21 Burton & Son, Great Yarmouth 

Neouaw, Jessiz Kesecca, Auriol rd, west Kensington Jan12 Maddison & Co, Old 


ewry 
Norman, Epwarp, Wedmore, Weston super Mare Dec 31 Norman, Godney, nr Wells, 
t 


erne 

Parson, Wiit1aM Nicno.as Freeman, Yacht “ Unknown,” Ramsgate Feb 12 Kennedy 
& Co, Cannon st 

Pirt, Tuomas, Kingston un Thames Jan 20 Phelps & Co, Aldermanbury 

Pant, — Mi.verton, Elm gdns, Hammersmith Jan 6 Marshal & Co, Hammer- 
smi 


Rica, Francis Witi1aM Best, Winscombe, Somerset, Nurseryman Dec 31 Powell, Ban- 
well, Sumerset 
aang en, Basinghall st, Jeweller Jan 15 Horsley & Weightman, Basing- 


Rocers, Hareixt, Kington, Hereford Jan14 Lloyd & Son, Leominster 
Siusun, Carotine Lusutnetoy, Hove, Sussex Jan 30 Woods & Co, Brighton 
SouTHERN, Joun, Shrewsbury Dec 31 Clarke & Son, Shrewsbury 

SranirogD, Juan, Uxbridge, Butcher Jan v4 Woodbridge Sons, Uxbridge 
Stanton, Mary, Blackheath Jan9 Brount & C», Albermarle st, Piccadilly 
Srosz, Artave Wiitiam, Kingston on Hall, Surgeon Jan 15 Hall, Hull 
Wiutson, Jane Cuartotte, Bnghton Jan 30 Wade & Co, Dunmow, Essex 
Woopattt, Exiza, Handsworth Jan22 Brooks, Birmingham 


London Gasette.—Fripay, Dec 18. 


Atvarez, Witt1am THomas, Manchester, Translator Jan 31 Alvarez, Manchester 

AsPrInaLt, Mary, Slai:hwaite, Yorks Feb 29 Ramsden & Co, Hudderstield 

BagnanbD, Frances Thaxted, Exsex Jan30 Wade & Co, Dunmow, Ksrex 

Barscoz, Wittiam Harmer, Handsworth Jan 30 Tarleton & Butlin, Birmingham 

Brown ee SAMUEL, Canonbury, Barrister at Law Feb 15 Brown & Co, Finsbury 
Veme ni 

Buen, THumas Crarxson, Kingston upon Hull Jan 30 Buckton, Hull 

Campsect, Hersent. Liverpool Jan 16 Gibbons & Arkle, Liverp ol 

Cureetiex, Epovarp, Blackheath Feb1 Ingie & Co, New Broad st 

Covporne, Saran Ann Clevedon, Somerset Jan 20 Colborne & Co, Newport, Mon 

Cooper, Jons DusxtxG, Kinver, Staffs Jan 16 Bromley & Co, Rhyl 

Cowsvrn, Witiiam, Coxhoe, Durham, Brickmaker Jan 30 Mawson, Durham 

Davis, Frepraick THomas, King«ton upon Thames Dec 30 Cara, Kingston upon Thames 

eae a Heemann, Bradford, Stuff Merchant’s Manager Jan 14 Gordon & 
% ‘On 

Evans, Joun, Tunyréfail, Glam Jan28 Davies & Co, Pontypridd 

Frenca, Acyes Anna, Winslow, Bucks Feb1 Willis & Willis, Winslow, Bucks 

Frost, James, Harrogate, Contractor Jan1 Topham, H:rrogate 

GuimaraEss, Pepro GoncaLves, Croydon, Merchant Keb 1 Findgate & Co, Craig’s ct, 

Chariog Cross 
Jackson. Rev Witi1am, Higher Crumpsall, Manchester Jan 31 Cooper & Sons, Man- 


J aa euma Ayye Tissetts, Edgbaston, Birmingham Jan25 Cottrell & Son, Birming- 


am 
Kevsey, Epwarp, Tunbridge Wells, Brewer Jan 31 Cripps & Co, Tunbridge Wells 
Kenpatu, WILLIaM, Gorran, Cornwall, Yeoman Jan 20 Shilson & Co, St Austell, Corn- 


Kixa, Axx, Croydon Jan15 Rowland & Hutchinson, Croydon 
Lacox, Junn Lasceties. Worcester Jan 22 Tree, Worcester 
LicatTesre.p, Grorce, Regent st Feb 1 Wild & Collins, Lawrence In, Cheapside 
Lume, Rusanya, Charlestown, nr Hebdon Bridge, Yorks, Innkeeper Jan 28 Shaw, 
Hebden Bridge 
Moroas, Jonx, Churnwell, Yorks, Greengrocer Jan6 Hewson, Leeds 
Mor.zy, George Taomas, Wallingford Feb10 Lendon, Budge row 
ema mms Assur, Horley, Surrey, Brewer Jan 30 Caprons & Co, Savile pl, 
at st 
me oem Movzzisn, St Ives, Cornwall, Master Mariner Jan 16 Boase, St Ives, 
. Towa 
Nixon, Ropert, Faileworth, Lancs Jan9 J R & L G Harries-Jones, Oldham 
ens, Hexuy Juun, Leicester Jan20 Burge-s & Pike, Leicester 
Roy, Many, Eaton +q Jan30 Wreford & Co, Ironmonger In 
Busse: ag erage Euiorr, Crookham, Southampton Jan 31 Hewlett & Co, Raymond 
bidgs, ray’s nD 
Siurson. 3anaH Manta, Milton next Gravesend Jan31 Bower & Co, Chancery In 
Sxeer Farpruick, Morton, Norfolk, Farmer Jan 2u Stevens & Co, Norwich 
Srerexzssox, Frances, Arksey, Doncaster Jan18 Atkinson & Sons, Doncaster 
STEPHENSON, Gaonos, Arksey, nr Doncaster, Butler Jan 31 Atkinson & Sons, Doncaster 





Sruanr, Sir Caartes James, Eaton sq Feb10 Patersons & Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Sroaut, Mary Caruerine, Eatonsq Feb10 Patersons & Co, L'acoln’s inn fields 

Tay.or, rae Silverdale, nr Carnforth, Lancs, Grocer Jan 16 Hawcett & Unsworth, 
Carnforth 

Tayior, Jouy Guest, Nethergreen, Sheffield Jan31 Burdekin & Co, Sheffield 

TrEvaiL, SiLvanvs, Truro. Archit-ct Jan 2t Hores & Co, Lincoin s inn fields 

Vra., Danizt Watson, Laira, Plymouth Jan 30 Bund & P arce, Plymouth 

VEAL, tity Rosa Watson, Laira, Plymouth Jans0 Bound & Pearce, Plymouth 

VILER, ‘1 HuMas Wiuiiam, Wadhurst, Sussex, Farmer Jan 3l Cripps & Co. Tunbridge 
Wells 


Wa ker, Wituiam, Dkley, Yerks Jan20 Jackson, New Southgate 
Watson, Mary, Langton Green, nr Tunbridge Wells Jan 31 Hewlett & Co, Raymond 
bidgs, Gray’s inn 
London Gazette.—Tourspay, Dec. 22. 


Barry, Cnarcorre, Dorking Jan30 Smith & Co, Copthall av 

Bay.is, Joan Wuirtineuam, Willesden Green, Commercial Traveller Jan 30 Sugden & 
Harford, [ronmonger in } , 

Benne. Victor AnGELO, 8t John’s Wood Feb1 R F & C L Smith, Lincoln’s ing 
tields 

Bisuop, Pariurrra, St Edmunds, Padstow, Cornwall Feb1 Collins & Son, St Columb 

Bisavup, ~aanen Pearse, St Edmunds, Padstow, Cornwall Frb1 Collins & Son, & 
Columb 

Bremner, Ernest Aubert, High Barnet Jan 21 Russell & Co, Norfolk st, Strand 

Boxseess, *operr Henuy, Salehurst, Sussex, Farmer Jan 23 Buss, Tunbridge Wells 

Camp, Henry Cuiarke, Lifracombe, Wine Mer:hant Feb8 Ffinch & Chanter, Lifracombe 

Conway. Davin, Withington, Mancheter Feb1 A & G W Fox, Manchester 

Coxon, Janz, Corbridge, Northumberland Feb 5 Armstrong « Sons, Newcastle upon 
‘Tyne 


Datuaway, Tuomas, Heathfield, Sussex, Miller Jan23 Buss, Tunbridge Wells 

DaviEs, on ae Wituetmixa, Crickhowell, Brecknock Jan 31 Murray & (Qo, 
Birchin 

Daves, 11ZABETH, Tilford, nr Farnham Jan 22 Routh & Co, Southampton st, Blooms- 


ury 
Eases, CuristopHer, Welbeck st, Cavendish sq Feb 1 Johnson & Master, Theobald’s 
rd, Beaford row 
Foan, Frepericx, She pherdswell, Kent, Farmer Jan15 Arkcoll & Co, Toley st 
Gaxgpyer, Wi..14m, Little Coggeshall, Essex, Wine Merchant Feb 10 Beaumont & Son, 
‘ hall 
Hunt, Evizaseta, Knighton, Leicester Jan 30 J & 8 Harris, Leicester 
JacuB, GrorGe James, Pontrhydyrun, Mon Feb2 Le Brasseur & Bowen, Newport, Mon 
Joes, Jous, Bootle, Lancs, Chief Sueward Jan 23 Weightman & Co, Live-p ool 
caries, Sees Morton, Aston Common, nr Sheffield, Grocer Feb 3 Rodgers & Co, 
Sheffiel 
Lomas, Jesse, Ashton under Lyne, Market Gardener Jan 25 Ellison, Ashton under Lyne 
Matruew Marearet, Liverpool Jan5 Dalby & Moore, Birkenhead 
Mexson, Dantat, Bishop.worth. Bris ol Feb 1 Waasborvugh & Co, Bristol 
METCALFE, BARTHOLUMEW, Whashton, Yorks Jan 23 W & W B Hunton, Richmond, 


Yorks 

Mo tyneox, Right Hon Henry, Wynford Eagle Jan 31 Walker & Co, Theobald’s{1d, 
Gray's inn 

Mvuck.Low, WAuTER, Grange over Sands, Lancs, Drysalter Jan 31 Winders, Bolton 

Newnam, Rey Wiuiiam Leicuton, Barrow on soar, Leicester Feb 1 Deane & Son, 
Loughborough 

Norton, Fxeperick. Buxton, Derby, Auctioneer Jan 30 Norton & Howe, Manchester 

PaLeTsoree, Evuen Stranaer, Nottingham Feb6 Maples & McCraith, Nottingham 

PHILLIPPO, Sagan, Gt Yarmouth Janis Ladell & Son, Norwich 

Posroup, Juseps, Felixstswe Jan2i Joaselya & Suns, Ipswich 

Rees, Grorce, Brynfuwch Farm, Lianiebie Carmarthen Jan7 Thomas & Cc, Swansea 

ScauBert, auton Henry, Horfield, Glos, Licensed Victualler Jan 2i Strickland & Co, 
Bristol 

Scrase, Louisa, Brighton Feb7 Stuckey & Co, Brighton 

a. Mary, Notting hill gate, Kensingtun Jan 18 Tippetts, Maiden In, 

uecn st 

Srepuens, Ricuarp, Tregonetha, 8t Wenn, Cornwall, Yeoman Feb1 Collins & Son, St 
Columb, Curnwall : 

TayLor, ae Handsworth, Naval Brass Founder Jan 22 Wright & Marshall, Bir- 
minghbam 

THomas, WILLIAM Epwarp, Falmouth, Boat Builder Jan19 Jenkins, Falmouth 

Taornton, BenJaMin SanpExsun, Netherton, Huddersfield, Painter Feb 1 Ramsden 
& Co, Huddersficld 

Tomes, James, Malvern Wells, Worcester Jan 30 Halden & Son, Birmingham 

Vicaky, WicLiam, Exeter Feb1 J & 3 P Pope, Exeter , 

WILLIAMSON, ALEXANDER Hengy, Gateshead, Kngineer Jan 12 Lundi & Co, Newcastle 
on ‘tyne 

Woottatt, Jonny, Redhill, Surrey, Licensed Victualler Jan 16 Buss, Tunbridge Wells 

London Gazette.—Frivay, Dec. 25. 


AssoTt, Henry, Norwood rd, Herne Hill Feb1 Peacock & Co, South sq, Grav’s inn 

Amyot, ITnvumas Huwxs Evwaep, Cliftonville, Margate, Ph sician Feb 6 Pa:kes & 
Browne, Lincoln’s inn fields 

ABMER, ANNIE, Gateshead, Coufectioner Feb3 Grunhut & Gill, Newcastle upon Tyne 

Beck, Joun, Lee, Kent Feb3 St Burbe & Co Delahay st, Westmin-ter 

Bret, Tuomas Parrsinae, inworth, Hssex, Farmer Feb 10 surridge, Coggleshall 

Crate Peenee, ALFRED, Beddiwwgion pl, Surrey Jan 31 Collyer-Bristuw & Co, Bed- 
‘urd row 

Comar, Epuusp Louis, Rizerie Yee Cheong Cholon, Saigon, Cochin China Jan 31 
Stephenson & Cv, Lompard st 

Crort B me op ‘Yomiins grove, Bow rd, Carman Feb 8 Forbes & Son, London st, Fen- 

urch st 


Davipsox, Rosert, Blackheath Feb 29 Merriman & Co, Mitre ct, Temple 

Davies, Evan, Wovulton, Lancs Jan 25 Mather & Son, Liverpool 

Forstes, Beatrice Rumsty, Putney Jan 30 Braunstem & Skelton, Norfolk st 

Fow ex, Epwanp Tuomas, Ciitton, Bristol Feb9 Meade. Kinu & Suns, Bristo 

Haut, Amos, Manchester, Flour Merchant Feb 13 Chapman & Brouks, Manchester 

Hicxam, James, Coeman st Jan 2) Fowkes & Son, Coleman st 

Hopki.son. James Bury, Laucs Feb 23 Woodcock & Suv, Bury 

HorToN, WILLIAM, Saddington, Leicester, Grazier Jan 24 Toller & Pochin, Leicester 

Joses, Joan, Inkfurd Brook, Solihuli, Warwick, Licensed Vic\uailer Jan 20 Baker & Co, 
birm' 

Kine, Leonaud Gzonce, Gt Coggeshall, Essex, Seed Grower Feb 10 Surridge, Coggeshall 

neon, gnss Wasscnne permonen, Washingtun, Columbia, U 8 A March 2 Smith 

uw " ving 

Lrett, Josian, Sou:hend on 3ea_ Jan 30 Forbes & Son, London st, Fenchurch st 

LiitLe, Ruta, Neweartle upon Tyne Jan iv Aruott & Cu, Newcastle upon Tyne 

Livessipes, Joun, theffield Jan 30 Hiller, Sheffield 

Lyng, Srences, Cheltenham Jan28 AF & W KR Tweedie. LincBln’s inn fields 

Map.&, Sir Jonn Biunve.t, Bart, mP, st Alban’s, Herts Jan31 Peake & Co, Bedford 
ro 


Ww 
Moartt, Martin Henry, Folkestone, Warehouseman Jan 381 Taylor, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Pracock, Exzasor, Hawes, Yorks Jan 22 Rogers & Hudsons, Richmond, Yorks 
Pix«,Jous Sunbury Jao 23 Goddard & Cochrane Sunbury 
Pi.¢sim, Bernarp corr, Earls Colne, Essex Feb 10 Surridge, Coggeshall, Essex 
Ag phoma 5 won es bé6 =, Southampton 

jUTTON, Martin Hopg, Whiley, ing Feb1l Rogers, Keading 
TansLey, James, Lottie Cogsleshall, Essex Feb 10 sSurndge, Coggleshall 
TAYLER, ALFaeD, Penzance Jan21 Hill, Penzance 
Ta) Lor, Hengiztta, Horton mawor, nr slough, JP Jan81 Blyth & Co, Gresham House 

PHAM, RuBeRt, ibbleton, Presvon, Farmer Jan16 Clarke & Co, Preston 

Warsun, Saunau, Liverpool, Bag Merchant Feb1 Symond, Liverpool 
Yzomay, Mancanet, St Leonard’s on Sea Feb1 Mann, St Leonard’s on Sea 
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London Gazette.—Turspay, Dec. 29. 
BiackeTT, CLARA BLANCHE Haragiett, Dover Jan31 Long & Gardiner, Lincoln’s inn 


fie'ds 


Cocurane, Louisa, Hove, Sussex Jan 21 Griffith & Co, Bri Manchester 


Dosson, CAROLINE, Lodsworth, Sussex Feb 10 Bertram, 8 
= reial Traveller 


Dracas, WILLIAM, South wick, "Sussex, Comme 
hton 


lk st, Pall Mall 
Jan 31 Boxall & Kempe, 


Epis, Hanwau, Stroud Green Jan 25 Gibson & Weldon, Chancery st, Pall 


BuLeR 0s, Joun Epwarp, Aberford, nr Leeds, Surgeon 


nam, JosepH, Wusill, nr Pateley Bridge, Yorks Feb1 Kirby & Son, Harrogate 
) cca James, West Dean, Glos, Innkeeper Jan 25 Fryer, Coleford 


Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazstte.—Fripay, Dec. 25. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 

ApsotT, Joun WasHincTon, East Bergholt, Suffolk, Beer- 
house Keepcr rage Pet Dec zw Ord Dec 23 

AsLetr, ga aBEZ, don, Cambridge, Farmer Cambridge 
Pet Dec 22 Ord Dec 22 

ApmspDEN, KOBERT, pe Licensed Victualler Bangor 
Pet Dec 22 Ord Dec 2: 

Barruot, Henry Saceeme, aged Butts, Fried Fish 
Salesman Portsmouth Ord Dec 

Batson, ALrreD Day, Luton, Buide’ Luton Pet Dec4 
Ord Dec 22 


Braptey, Tuomas, Blackburn, Dealer in  _rnccreee 
Fittings Blackburn Pet Dec7 Ord Dec 2 

Burien THpmas Maurice, Fulham rd, ad a Dealer 
High Vourt Pet Dec3 Ord Dec 22 

CarTLEoGE, Ernest, Rotherham, 
Shetlield Pet Dec 21 Or Dec 21 


St Albans Pet Dec18 Ord Dec 


Ciarke, Henry Grurex, Cambridge, Cotter House Kee; } 
Ord Dee 2 - 


Cambridge Pet Dec 21 

CLEAVE, AKTHUR, sp uma Tobacconist Barnsley Pet 
Dec 21 Ord Dee 21 

CowTan, ALFRED Epwakrp, Southall, Clerk Windsor Pet 
Dee 22 Ord Dec 22 

DaRBysHikE, JAMes WILLIAM, Ormskirk, Carriage Builder 
Liverpool Pet Dec 22 Ord Dec 22 

Epes, + mes Hanley, Carter Hanley Pet Dec 23 Ord 
Dec 


Ss tag Wi LIAM, Wheatley, nr Doncaster, Watchmaker 
Snettield Pet Dec 23 O d Dec 

Fre_pinG, Frank, Sheffield, Grocer 
Ord Dec 23 

France, Witiiam, Osset, Yorks, Miner 
Dec 22 Ord Dec 22 

GoopreLLow, Francis WiLLiam, Kettering, Leather Mer- 
chant Northampton Pet Dec 4 Ord Dec 22 

Harpy, James Turner, Sheffield Sheffield Pet Nov 18 
Ord Dee 23 

Hickey, ArTHurR 


Dewsbury Pet 


Wa.pen, Little Peatling, 
Carriage Builder Leicester Pet Dee 17 

Hontty, Artuur, Buckingham Palace rd High Court 
Pet Nov 24 Ord Dee 18 

Joserus, Lazarus, South Shields, Boot Dealer Newcastle 
on Tyne Pet Dee 2s Ord Dec 23 

Kietine & Co, Sudbury, Suffolk Colchester Pet Nov 20 
Ord Dee 11 

Linptey, ArtHuR Jonnson, Doncaster, Hay 
Shettield Pet Dec 22 O:d Dec 22 

Maxspen, Tuomas, Biackburn, Co.ton Manufacturer Black- 
barn Pet Dec 15 Ord Dre 23 

Mew. Ropert Hay ve Brignton, Contractor Brighton Pet 
Dec 3 Ord Dec 2 

MircuE.1, Fo Bonde Paignton, Devon, Builder Plymouth 
Pet Dec 14 Ord Dee 21 

Morais, Joun, Ammanford, Carmarthen, Coal Miner Car- 
marthen 'Pet Dec 21 Ord Dec 21 

Morats, Jony, — Glam, Farmer 
Dec 2 rd Dec 2 

TR ann P rh an Avaustu — {inthe Ironmonger 
Hertford Pe* Dee 3 Ord Dec 

a ae , Liverpool, Siotener Liverpool Pet Dec 21 

2¢ 21 

RaywoetH, ALEXANDER, Denaby in, Yorks, Grocer 

Sheffierd Pet Dec 22 Ord Dec 2 
Cardiff Pet 


Ord Dec 17 


Dealer 


Swansea Pet 


Rozerts, ([Homas, Cat eee, Cardiff, Butcher 
Dee 21 Ord Dec 2 

Saut, ALFrep, Fuilsworth, mene Sand Merchant Oldham 
Pet Dee 21 Oid Dec 

Sanpaeim, Benprx ; thd Hastings, Boarding House 
K-eper Hastyngs Pet Dec 22 Ord Dec 22 

Saaw, Josepn, Kingston upon Hull, Banana Merchant 
Kingston upon Hull PetDec22 Ord Dec 22 

Tarky, Kanest ALBERT, ee, Yorks Scarborough 
Pet Dec2t Ord D+c 21 

TaIsTLETHWAITE, Epw —_ Ingleton, Yorks, Bu lder 
Kendal Pet Dec 23 Ord Dec 23 

Taouas, Joun, Redruth, Cornwall, Corn Dealer Truro Pet 
Dec 22 Ord Dec 22 

Toss, Henry, Stavford Bishop, Bringstye, Hereford, 

‘armer ore-ster Pet D cz2 Ord Dec 22 

Tooker. Francis oy ong Horndcan, Hants Portsmouth 
Pet Dec 19 Ord Dec 1 

te} bom yt J eoeee, Chester, Agent Chester Pet Dec 

‘ 

Wacstarr, Grorae, poner Yorks, Castrator Sheffield 
Pet Dec 21 Ord Dec 2 

Wess, Euwaro Fxaxcis, Waketield Bookbinder Wake- 
field Pet Ord Dec 


Wossusy. Gauvst, Brighton, Painter Brigh 
RSLEY. Samus., Brighton, Pain ton Pet 
22 Ord Dec 22 as ~ em 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Borrey, Ricuarp, and Tuomas Arrnur Reeves, Ashton 
in Mekerfield, Lancs, Builders Jan 5 19, Exchange 


nm 
Breoxs, Watrer, Heywood, Lancs, Botanical Brewer 
Jan'8 at 2 19, Exchange st, Bulton 


Yorks, ee 
Castie, Kstaer HELENA, ares, School Proprietress | 


Sheffield Pet Dec 23 | 


Le‘cester, | 


Feb 1 1 , eS & Chapman, 











Brown, Tuomas Henry, Buxton, Commission Agent Jan 





Y 
8at230 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 
sont ARTHUR, Birmingham, Confectioner Jan 6 at 11 
4, Curporation st, Birmiogham 
Gosaen Grorce TimserR Lake, Cambridge, [ronmonger 
Jan 2 at 2.30 Off Rec 5, Petty Cury, anaes 
| Dixon, GeorGina TSABELLA, ee sq Jan 8 at 12 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Var 
Firzerraup, J W, Snow hi Aa Manufacturers’ Agent Jan 
Tat 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
Frost, Wittiam Dorant, jun, New Broad st, Commission 
Merchant Jan8atll Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Goopg, Francis, Sparkhill; bee ae tee Barman 
11 174, Corporation st, Birmio: 
GraHam, Ropert, Wigan, Grocer 
st, Bolton 
Hamittoy, Bexsamin, Pemberton, Lanes, We Pro- 
ietor Jan 12 at230 19 Exchange st, Bolto: 














| 


Jan 8 at | 


San Tats 19, Exchange | 


pr | 
Hogyer, Grorce, Gt Grimsby, Fish M rehant 4 6at1l | 
0 Grimsb: } 


ff Rec, 15, Osborne st, Gt 


Jan7at12 174, Corporation 7 Bae Birmin 
Josgeas, Lazarus, “South Shields, Boot 
11.30 Off Rec. 30, Mosley st, Newcastle on Tyne 
Kire, James, Birmingham, Draper Jan 7 at 11 174, 
| Corporation st. Birmingham 
_Kyow gs, Epwarp James, Atherton, Lancs, Biscuit Mer- 
chant Jan8at3 19, Exchange st, Bolton 
Mueray, Wiiti1Am Hamitton, Chorlton upon Medlock, 
—— pied Jan 4 at 3.30 Off Rec, Byrom st, Man- 
e 
Overton, Jacos, Litcham, Norfolk, Hawker Jan 9 at 
12.30 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 
PENNINGTON, Tuomas Hevry, Lees, nr Oldham, Potato 
‘ erchant Jan6at3 Off Rec, Racca st, Oldham 
Pariupsox. Henry, Cloughfold, Rawtenstall, Lancs, Artist 
Jan 5 at 11.15 Town Hall, Rochester 
Rees, Watkin tuyce, Wolverhampton, Hatter Jan 5 at 
12 Off Ree, a 
| SHADWELL, Manion, East Molesley, +" aiees Milliner Jan 
7atii Bankrupcy »ldgs, Carey 
Sueap, Gerorce, Laurence Yo bead hill, Chartered 
Accountant Jan 6 at 12 } omen vad bidgs, Carey st 
| ———, a yaaa Bolton, Joiner Jan9ati1l 19, 
st, 
Steeman, Frayxk Frost, Lavenpoat, Clerk Janéati12 Off 
, Victoria st, Liverpool 
TEN1swoop, CHARLES GrorGe Henry, Notting Hill, Bar- 
rister at Law Jan 6 at Ul Bankruptey bidgs. Carey st 
Tuomas, Joun, Redruth, Cornwall, Coal Dealer Jan 6 at 12 
Off Rec, wen st, Truro 
TUCHVERDERBER, ALTER, Manchester, Fruiterer Jan 4 at 
2.30 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 
TunsTaLt, Heaman Ina Boylestone, Derby, Grocer Jan 2 
at il Off Rec, 47, Full st, Derby 
Wi111s0n, Joann Tuomas, Stockton on 2 Ba Soame Fitter 
Jan 13 at3 Off tev, 8, Alb-rt rd. Middlesbrough 
Worstey, Samvzt, Brighton, Painter Jan7at3 Off Rec, 
4, Pavilion bldgs, Brighton 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Assotr, Joan WasutncTon, East Sagem. | Suffolk. Beer- 
house Keeper Ipswich Pet Dec 23 Ord Dec 23 

ABLETT, JABEZ, sez, Whsddon, Cambridge, cae Cambridge 
Pet Dee 22 Ord Dee 22 

Armspen, Ropert, Sy Licensed Victualler Bangor 
Pet Dec 22 Ord Dec 22 

Barroot, Henry Cxaarues, Newington Butts, Fried Fish 
Salesman Portsmouth 'Pet Dec 23 Ord Dec 23 

Buiytu, Cuargites ArTuur, > he Flour Dealer | 
Court Pet Dec 12 Ord Dec 1 

Borrey. Ricuasp, and Taomas > Reeves, Ashton in 
yaa Lancs, Build rs Wigan Pet Dec8 UW 

Borrere.., Tuomas. Clifton, Ly Cc ial Travell 
Bristol Pet Nov 30 Ord D 

Burt, Tuomas Frepeeick, 8t John’s § Wood, Agent High | 
Court Pet Nov 14 Ord D-c 18 

CartLevcr, Ernest, Rotherham, Fees 
Sheffield Pet Dec 21 Ord Dec 2 

Ciarke, Henry eorce. Cambrid 
Cambridge Pet Dec 21 Ord 

CiEav ee Te ey Bu nsley, Tobacconist Barnsley Pet 

21 ‘ -c 21 

enema, ALFRED mesaen, Southall, Clerk Windsor Pet 
Dec 22 Ord D-c 22 

Ener, », ee. 2 Hanley, Staffs, Carter Hanley Pet Dec 


me Joun Ricuarp, Duffield, Derby, Draper Derby | 
Pret Dee 9 Ord Dec 22 

Ex.vings, Wi.tiam wheatien. nr Doncaster, Watchmaker | 
Nbettield Pet Dec 23 Ord Dec 23 

Fietpine, Frank, Sheffield, Grocer Sheffield Pet Dec 23 
Ord Dec z3 





Greengrocer | 


in. Surrey ll Od D-c 2 
Hes-Locet, Henry Aveuste, Leadevhall st Croydon Pet 
~—" Ord Dec 16 
Jones, CoHarLes Fenemoee, Trinity sq, 
Merchant High Curt Pet Dec1l Ord Dec 1 18 
Josrpus, Lazarus, South r= jy Dealer Newcastle 


on Tyne Pet Dec 28 





iy | 

Isox, Faepepick WiutraM, King’s Norton, Worcester | 
gham 

Dealer Jan 6 at | 


oe + Tuomas Epwarp, Sheffield, Saw Manufacturer Feb 25 Taylor & Emmet, 


Lawson. Taomas, Tynemouth Jan9 Williamson, Newcastle upon Tyne 
Margsiasp, Witi1am, Winster Gail, nor 


nr Matlock Bath March 1 Grundy & Oo, 


Nicuot, Isaperia, Whitburn, Durham Feb 4 Webb, 
Pap.isy, ALEXANDER ALFRED. Wesigate on Sea, 
Pere, ‘the aa Exizaseta, High st, 


Morpeth 
Feb 
Sea, Soe ~~ = 


Russett, Percy Stuart, Primrose Willrd Jan 24 Lee & Co. Queen Victoria st 
ame Darracort, Christchurch, Hants, Solici 


rist-hurch 
Tirren, Josera, Hessett, Suffolk, Farmer Feb 12 Greene, Bury St Edmunds 


itor March 1 Mooring & Co, 


Ksuieway, Jonun Ricaarp, Kensal Rise, Boot Merchant 
High Court Pet Nov 2 Ord Dec 2t 

j Lampuey, artaur Jonsson. Doncaster, Hay Dealer 
38 Pet Dec 22 Ord Dec 22 

| McInrran, Tuomas Witu1am, Bradford, Pickle Manufac- 
turer Bradford Pet Dec15 Ord Dee 22 

| Mrrcuen, Farpeeick. Paigaton, Devon, Builder Plymouth 
Pet Dec 14 Ord Dec 23 . 

Morais, Joux, Ammanfurd, Coal Miner Car- 
m Pet Dec 21 Ord Dec 21 

Morris, a ae, G.am, Farmer Swansea Pet 
Dec 2t Ord Dec 21 

Morty, , &.. Freperick, Weston super Mare, Solicitor 
Bristo! Pet Dec 12 Ord Dec 22 

Pennincron, Tuomas Hewry, Lees, nr Siem, Potato 
Merchant Oidham Pet Nov 26 Ord Dec 

Penkriys, Fravx. Liverpool, Stationer ened Pet Dec 
21 Ord Dec 23 i 

Paestey, Freperick Grorce, Bethnal Green, Provision 

rchant HighCourt Pet Nov 23 Ord Dec 18 

Pyrxe, Jouyx yg upon — Grocer Newcastle on 
Tyne “Pet Dec 12 Ord Dec 19 

Raison, Tnomas, Leadenhall st High Court Pet Oct 15 
Ord Dec 2t 








| Raywora, ALExanvER, Denaby Main, Yorks, Grocer 
Sheffield 


Pet Dec 22 Ord Dec 22 
— ae ~~ pee Cardiff, Butcher Cardiff Pet 
Dee 21 Ord Dec 2 






| Sau, ya Paveworth, ‘wae Sand Merchant Oldham 





h 
France, WILLIAM, Catt, Yorks, Miner Dewsbury Pet | gyi igh 
Dec'v2 Ord Deo | Pe 


Pet Dee 21 Ord Dec 
SanpueEim, Benp1x JULivs, "Hastings, Bonting house Keeper 
Hastings Pet — 22 Ord Der 22 
Saw, Josern, Kin upon Hull, Banana Merchant 
1 Pet Dec 22 Ord Dec 22 


Kin; upun 

Suaw, WILLIAM Joun, Walton, Liverpool, Builder Liver- 
pool Pet Dec14 Ord Dee ' 

Tarry, Ernest ALBERT, aa. Yorks Scarborough 
Pet Dec 21 Ord Dec 21 

TaisTeTawaite, Epwarp, ,ngleton, York, Builder Kendal 
Pet Dec 23 ‘Ord Dec 23 

Tuomas, es =r Cornwall,Coal Dealer Truro Pet 
Dec 


Tooker, Fraycis WHALLEY, ae. Horndean, Hants 
Portsmouth Pet Dec 19 Ord Dec 19 

Waastarr, Grorce, Baw'ry, Yorks, Castrator Sheffield 
Pet Dec 21 Ord Dec 21 

Wess, Suwarp Francis, Wakefield, Bookbinder Wake- 

id Pet Dec23 Ord Dec 23 

Worstey, Samvet, Brighton, Painter Brighton Pet Dec 

22 Ord Dec 22 


Amended notice substituted for that published in 
the London Gazette of Oct 23 : 


Otus, Heruasn Lupwic, West Kensington, Tailor High 

Court Pet Sept 12 Ord Oct 19 
ADJUDICATION ANNULLED AND RECEIVING 
ORDER RESCINDED. 

Busu, Tuomas, Rowan rd, Hammersmith, Estimati heey 
High Curt Kec Ord April 29, 1901 Adjud y 22, 
1901 Rese and Annul, Dec 22 

ADJUDICATIONS ANNULLED. 

Browy, Ayyetre Jayxe, Boltons rd, Hereford, Licensed 
Victualler Cardiff Adjud April 7, 1898 Annu: Nov5 

Woop, Henry, Mitton next sittingbourne. Grocer Ruches- 
ter Adjud Mah 10, 1902 Anpul Dec 17 

Brows, Witu1am Henry, Gorse ln, Swans-a, Manufacturer 
of hen rance Drinks Swansea Adjud Jan 29, 1896 
Anni 16 


London Gazette.—Tvrspay, Dec. 29. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
| Coate, Mitton Aubert. Milford Haven, Pembroke, Baker 
Pembroke Dock Pet Dee 10 Ord Dec 23 

Grote, Mary Evizapeta,  eaeman Hill Kingston, Sarrey 
Pet Dec 23 Ord Dee 2 

| Haut, Warren | dawheg and A.sert Dickens Hatt 
Peckham, Auctioneers High Court Pet Dec 23 Ord 


Dee 23 
Coffe house Keeper | Joyes, Antuur Aveustus, West Hamagete a, Milliner 
Court Pet Dec23 Ord Dec 23 

Joxgs, Davip, Lianrwst, Denbigh, solicitor Portmadoc 


Pet Dee 3 Und Dec 22 
Kine, Henry seam, nomen. Upholsterer Swansea 


et Dec 23 Ord Dec 23 
; ene Ashton 


y' 
 —— x Vincent, Briston, Kay High Court Pet 
Nov2 Ord Dec v3 
Roppis. WILLIAM gem. Peckham, Printer High Court 
Pet Nov3 Ord Dec 24 
| Rurwerrorp, Canves, New cut. Lambeth, Fishmonger 
Court Pet Dec 11 Dec 24 
argiet Dawsvun, Briggate, Leeds, Draper Leeds 
Dec 22 Dec 


et 
Hevuyer, god oars, N ew Malden, Surrey, Grocer Ware, Eowarp, Ludham, Norfolk High Court Pet Dee2 
Dec 24 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Tower hill, Cigar Samm, Sesteee — Piumstead, Bootmaker Jan 7 


24, app, Londen 
Soca Tuomas, Gitte. *Brictol, Commercial oes Powe 
Jan 6 at 11.30 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 
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Couiins, WATER, Brighouse, Stone Merchant Jan 6 at 3 
Off Rec, Townhall chmbrs, Halifax 

Evans, Jonn Merthvr Tydfil, Collier Jan 7 at 12 135, 
High st, Merthyr Tydfil 

France. Wituiam, Ossett, Yorks, Miner Jan 6 at 10.30 
Off R-c, Bank chmbra, Corporation st, Dewsbury 

ae, Frank, Bristol, "Baker Jan 6 at12.15 Off Ree, 

Gana Ganon ae G Jan 6 at 12 Off 

RIMSTED, GEORGE, Bristo _— an 6 at 12 

Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 

Jouns, Wurm Hewry, Pembroke, Fitter Jan 8 at 12.30 
Temperance Hall, Pembroke Dock 

Marspen, THOMAS. Blackburn, Cotton Manufacturer Jan 
6 at 11.30 County Court House, Blackburn 

Mew, Rosert Hayryes, Brighton, Contractor Jan 6 at 12 
Off Rec, 4, Pavilion - gs, Brighton 

Mornis, Jouy, Am , Carmarthen, Coal Miner Jan 
6 at 11.15 Of Ree, 4. Queen st, Carmarthen 

Mommery, Atexasper Avavustvs, Hertford, Ironmonger 
Jan 7 at 12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

PowE.t, James Howrii, Swansea, Draper Jan 6 at 12 
Off Rec, 31, Alexandra rd, Swansea 

RicHarDs, * THom AS, Willenhall, Tailor Jan 7at 12 Off 
Rec, bey ng 

Rocrrs, Cyaus, Cefn Coed y Cymmer, Brecon, etnies 

Roller Jan6at12 135 Varigh st, Merthyr Tid 

Sirs, Harriet Dawson, Briggate, Leeds, — Jan 6 
at ll Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 

Tooker, Francis We. ALLEY, Horndean, Hants Jan 6 at 3 
Off Rec, Cambridge june, Portsmouth 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Birp, James Henry, Gresham bldgs, aa st, Solicitor 
High Court Pet Oct 26 Ord Dec 2 

Brav ey, Tuomas, Blackburn, a. in Cycle Accessories 
Blackburn Pet Dec7 “Ord D Dec 24 

CastLk, Estoer Hetexa, Watford, School Proprietress St 
Albans Pet Dec 18 Ord Dec 22 

— Joun Wa ter, Snow hill, Agent High Court 

et Dec 1 Ord Dec 23 

Goong, Frayois, Sparkhill, Worcester, Barman Birming- 
ham Pet Deci7 Ord Dec 23 

Jonzs, ArTHUR Avcustvs, West Hampstead, Milliner High 
Court Pet Dec23 Ord Dec 23 

Kixe, Heyry Epwarp, 8 . Upholsterer 
Pet Dec 23 Ord Dec 23 

McMittry, gr — sq, Solicitor High Court 
Pet Dec9 Ord Dec 





Swansea 


Mocuioney, SamMoet Broad st House, Old 
Broad st, Merchant High Court Pet July 16 Ord 


Dec 23 
Nutt, Harry, Ashton under Lyne, cee Ashton 
under Lyne Pet Dec 23 Ord Dec 
Patrersox, Krnest MacFrtripce, = Solicitor 
h Court Pet Oct15 Ord Dec 23 
Surra, Harriet Dawson, Briggate, ia Draper Leeds 
Pet Dec 22 Ord Dec 22 
Unpan, Cuarves, Rupert st, Piccadilly, Animated Picture 
al * aocumneenl High Court Pet Aug 19 Ord 


Ween. iam, ARCHIBALD, Leadenhall st, Tea Merchant 
High Court Pet Oct 31° Ord Dec 21 


Where difficulty is experienced in procuring the 
SoxicrTors’ JOURNAL with regularity it is 
requested that application be made direct to 
the Publisher. at 27, Chancery-lane. 


SLATERS, 
DETECTIVES. 


Telephon., 302 Bank. 


HENRY SLATER, Manager, 
1, Basinghall-street, E.C. 


ING’S COLLEGE, LONDON. 


LONDON INTERMEDIATE TE AND FINAL LL.B. AND 
SOLICITORS’ INTERMEDIATE EXAMINATIONS. 


Classes for the above are are held at the College in the 
— A course commences for 
Final LL.B classes, Janua‘ ‘th, 
ne atic and = = many we, 
a lars, apply to the SecxeTary, King’s 
College, Strand, W 


IRKBECK COLLEGE, Bream’s- 
buildings, Chancery-lane, E.C. 
NEW TERM COMMENCES MONDAY, JAN. 4th. 

SPECIAL COURSES of LEUTURES ON MERCAN- 
TILE LAW. BANKRUPTCY and COMPANY LAW, 
COMMON LAW, EQUILY, and CONVEYANCING. 
By BEAUMONT MORICE, Esq., LL.B., Barrister-a:- 
Law, and SAMUEL GREEN, Esq., M.A., B.C.L., LL.B., 
Barrister at-Law. 

Science Classes in all Branches, with good Laboratories, 
Commercial Subjects, Modern Languages, Classics, Litera- 
ture, Political Economy, Logic, Psychology. 

Prospectus Free on application. 

















R. F. F. MONTAGUE, LL.B., continues 

to PREPARE for the SOLICITORS” FINAL and 

INTERMEDIATE NATIONS; i payment by result. 

—Particulars on en pn, personally or letter, at 93, 
Chancery Lane 


AW.—Wanted, by a Solicitor in the City, 
an Admitted Clerk with capital and pros of a 
connection, with a view to oP ge —Apply, ued 


qualitications, referen 
yas Z., care of C. Wilkes, 2, ‘ E. ize 





GOLICITOR 28; admitted 1899) Desires 

Managing Cler' ip; has been nine years, including 
camil of articles, with two City firms; experienced in 
Conveyancing Chancery, with good knowledge of 
Common Law, Company, Probate, and general work; 
excellent references; salary moderate.—Box a3, “ Solicitors’ 
Journal’’ Office, 27, ” Chancery-lane, W.C. 


RTICLED PUPIL.—An old-established 
Firm of Chartered Accountants have a Vacancy for a 
For terms, address M. M., care of Street’s, 30, Corn- 





Pupil. - 
ill, 





ADAME AUBERT’S GOVERNESS and 
\YI ScHOOL AGENCY (Established 1880), 139, 
Regent-street, W.—Resident, Daily, and Visiting Gover- 
nesses, Lady Professors and eachers, Répétitrices 
Chaperons, Companions, Lady Housekeepers (English an: 
Foreign) introduced for British Isles and Abroad ; Schools 
and Educational Homes recommended. 


REEHOLD GROUND - RENTS. — To 
Trustees and Others.—A compact Parcel of £311 per 
annum, exceptionally well secured upon established and 
fully let properties in fast improving district ; price, “for 
—_ sale, only £7,300, under 23$ years’.—G. H. Parcrrer, 
9, Ironmonger-lane, E 


AW.— GREAT SAVING. — For prompt 
4 payment 25 per cent. will be taken off the following 
writing charges :— 


Abstracts Copied 
Briefs and Drafts 
Deeds Round Hand 
Deeds Abstracted 
Full Copies 
PAPER. —Foolscap, 1d. per Sethe 
Parchment, 1s. 6d. to 3s. 6d. per skin. 
KERR & LANHAM, 16, Furnival-street, Holborn, E.C. 


IRE and THIEF RESISTING SAFE, 

size 9ft. high, 5ft. 10in. wide, 2ft. lin. deep, weight 

over two tons; inside fitted with five iron cup! s and 

numerous partitions, inclosed by two very massive doors, 

base fitted with five drawers; all with keys complete; 
sale price, £60.—Hi1t, Valuer, Wordsley, Stourbridge. 








sot age 








To Students attending Legal Classes. 
OMFORTABLE APARTMENTS, with or 
without Board; bath-room and bicycle shed; terms 
moderate. — Apply, Mrs. L (Widow of a Solicitor's 
Manager), 3, A derbrooke-road, Clapham Common (West 


Side), 8.W. 
Tmanent mortgage can be immediately 





to £25,000, or Upwards.—Loans 


ged on geet Weaian hold or Leasehold Securities, Rever- 
aan Absolute Life Interests, or other eligible Securities. 
‘Weeklies not entertained. "Not trust funds. — A ly, 
Wiiuram P. Neat, Esq., Solicitor, Pinner’s Hall, Grent 
Winchester-street, London E.C. 


RIENT - PACIFIC an E PLEASURE 


CRUISE! 
To TENERIFFE, WEST INDIES, &c. 
The Steamship ‘‘ ORIENT » (5,631 tons register, 7 7,500 horse 
TENERIFE. will leave London 13th January, visi’ 
ARB. RINID. ADA, 


T G 
ST. LUCIA, MARTINIQUE, J AMAICA, CUBA, 
MADEIRA, GIBRALTAR. 
Arriving back in London 7th March. 
Fares from 50 Guineas upwards. 


To PALESTINE, EGYPT, &c. 
The Steamship “Cuzco” (s, 918 tons register, 4,000 horse 
wer) will leave London 9th February. vi-iting 
TANGIER, PALMA, MARSEILLES, SYRACUSE, 
SANTORIN, RHODES, KYRENIA, BEYROUT, JAFFA, 
PORT SAID, ALEX 4NORIA, HAIFA, 
‘and NAPLES. 
Fares from 40 Guineas upwards. 
Other + ser to follow. 


F. GREEN & CO.; NDEBSON, ANDERSON, & CO. 
Head Office: ATENCHUBCH AVENUE. 
For Passage apply to the latter Firm at 5, Fenchurch- 
avenue, London, E.C.; or to the West End Branch Office, 
28, Cockspur-street, 8.W. 


(jUARDIAN ASSURANCE COMPANY, 


a > Office —11, Lombard-street, London, E.C. 

Law Courts Branch— 21, Fleet-street, E.C. 
Established 1821. Subscribed Ca ital, £2, 000,000. 
Cuarrman—Hon. Evetyy Housparp. 
Depoty-Caarruan—Epwarp Norman, Esq. 

Vice-Cuarrman—ReoinaLp E. Jounstox, Esq 
Fire Policies which expire at CHRI ISTMAS shaald be 
renewed at the Offices of the Cent, or with the Agents, 
on or before the 9th ef of JANUAR 
Manager of Fire Department -A. J. Rexton. 


LAW PARTNERSHIPS & SUCCESSIONS, 
For Vacancies in Town and Country, or for Introduction 
to Gentlemen requiring above, apply to 
3. @ABCOURT SMITA, 
Partnership Agent and Law Oosts Draftsman, 

7, GRAY'S INN PLACE, W.C. 

Late or 63, Cuancery Lane. 














N.B.—-MORTGAGE SECURITIES WANTED. 





(GENERAL ‘REVERSIONARY AND 
COMPANY, LIMITED, 


No. 26 PALL MALL, LONDON, 8.w. 
(Removep From 5 WHITE HALL.) 

Established 1836, and further empowered by Special 

Parliament, 14 & 15 Vict. c. 130. 4 
Share and Debenture Capital 
Reversions Purchased on favourable terms. Loans q, 
Reversions made either at annua] interest or for deferral 
charges. Policies Purchased. 


THE REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY, 
LIMITED 


(EstTasBLisHEeD 1828), 
Purchase Reversionary Interests in Real and Persom) 
Property, and Life Interests and Life Policies, anq 
Advance Money upon these Securities. 
Paid-up Share and Debenture Capital, £637,525, 
The Society has moved from 17, King’s Arms-yard ty 
30, COLEMAN STREET, E.C. 


EQUITABLE REVERSIONARY 


INTEREST SOCIETY, Limited. 
10, LANCASTER PLACE, STRAND, W.C. 
ESTABLISHED 1835. CAPITAL, £500,000. 
Reversions and Life Interests in Landed or Funded Pm. 
perty or other Securities and Annuities PURCHASED or 
LOANS granted thereon. .¢ 
Interest on Loans may he Uapitalized. 
. H. CLAYTON, f 
F. i. CLAYTON, 


19th CENTURY BUILDING SOCIETY, 


ADELAIDE PLACE, LONDON BRIDGE, E.C, 
Assets « # « _ £158,000. 
CHAIRMAN: 

Sir HENRY WALDEMAR LAWRENCE, Barr., J.P., 
2, Mitre-court-buildings, Temple, 'E.C. 


£619,870, 








Joint 
Secretaries, 





Prompt and Liberal Advances to Purchase, Build, 
Improve Freehold, Leasehold, or Copyhold Property. 

Borrowers Interest 4 per "cent. Monthly repayments, 
which include Principal, Premium, and Interest for each 
£100 : 10 years, £1 1s. 1d.; 12 years, 18s, 4d.; 15 years, 15s. 6d, 
= ears, 14s. 2d.; 21 years, 12s. 11d. Survey Fee to £500, 


~a-guinea, 
Prospectus free of | FREDERICK LONG, Manager. 





LONDON GAZETTE (published by authority) and 
LONDON and COUNTRY ADVERTISEMENT 
OFFICE.—N». 117, CHANCERY LANE, FLEET 
STREET. 

H ENRY GREEN, Advertisement Agent, 

begs to direct the attention of the Legal Profession 
to the advantages of his long experience of upwards of 
fifty years in the special insertion of all tw forma notices, 

&c., and hereby solicits their continued support.—N.B. 

Forms, Gratis, for Statutory Notices to Creditors and Dis- 

solutions of Partnership, with necessary Declaration, 

Official stamps for advertisements and file of ‘London 

Gazette kept. By appointment. 


waBeteD E PPS’S Tins ontv. 


SORENESS AND DRYNESS. 
HOARSENESS, TICKLING AND IRRITATION. 


THROAT COUGH 


SOFTEN AND CLEAR oe VOICE. 
ALWAYS EFFECTIV 


ee. UJUBES—13} 


JAMES EPPS & CO., Ltd., Homeopathic Chemists, 
London. 





AND 





N ADAME TUSSAUD’S EXHIBITION. 
Baker-street Station. 
In connection with Trains and ’ Buses from all parts. 
Lifelike and Realistic Portrait Models of 
THEIR MAJESTIES 
The KING and QUEEN of ITALY. 
Magnificent Tableaux representing Naval, Military, and 
oth-r Historical Events. 
MADAME TUSSAUD'’S ROUMANIAN BAND. 
all da Orchestral Performances. 


Special 
Admission, 1s.; Children under 12, 
Open from ten till te 
MADAME FFUSSAUD" 8 EXHIBITION. 





GYPTIAN HALL. England's Home of 

Mystery. Established 30 years.— and Manage, 
J. Maskelyne. — PERF ORMANCES DAILY, at 
Thier and ‘Eight. 

Tenth month of THE PHILOSOPHER’S STONE, in- 
vented and written by Mr. Nevil Maskelyne. The Merriest 
Magical R«mance ever introduced. 

‘ew Wonders by Herr Valadon. Marvellous Celestial 
Magic. Thought Ly rey by Mechanism. The 
Mysterious Drum that t be Beaten. All the Gems of 
Animated paeteie. én &e. 

Reserved and numbered seats, 5s, and 3s.; unreserved, 
2s.; best balcony in London, is. Children under 12 half- 


price. 





FIRE, 1 


Write for fu 
a 


